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No, ja] NEW DELHI, SATURDAY, DECEMBER a 6 , 1970 /PAUSA 5 , 189 a 


w mn ^ firo i«b TfwT urcft | finr^ fin *15 up ifow* % 3 tot ot infr 1 

Separate paging la riven to this Part In order that it may be filed 
aa a separate compilation. 


RTh II — OT* 3— (B) 

PART II — Section 3 — Sub-section (ii) 

(TOT qtfOT) >ITOT TTTOTT TT OTTTRlff «ftT (tfU OTT STOTTTT eft fiftfOT) 

OTrfta srrf*(TtTcff jttt otA m? firfiw otto uH wOrrj^mf 1 

Statutory orders and notifications issued by the Ministries of the Govern- 
ment of India (other than the Ministry of Defence) and by Central 
Authorities (other than the Administration of Union Territories} 


ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

New Delhi, the 20 th November, 1970 

S.O. 4002. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 21 and sub-sectiorr 
(1) of section 22 of the Representation of the People Act, 1961 (43 of 1951) and In 
super-session of its notification No. 434/MT/68, dated the 3rd May, 1968, the 
Election Commission hereby appoints, in respect of each of the Parliamentary 
Constituencies in the State of Maharashtra, specified in column I of the Table 
below:— 

(a) the offiper specified In the corresponding entry In column 2 of the said 

Table to be the Returning Officer; and 

(b) the officers specified in the corresponding entries in column 3 of the 

said Table to be the Assistant Returning Officers. 

( 5675 ) 
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~~r ... 

Tablb 

Serial number and name 

Returning Officer’ 

r Assistant Returning Officer 


CD 

-'(3) 

I, Raj®UTJ 

Collector of R itnagiri. 

1. Sub-Divisional Officer, Sa- 

twadi Division, Sftwantwad. 

2. Special Deputy Collector 
Tenancy Appeals at Savvant- 
wadi, 

3. Sub-Divisional Officer, Ratna- 
giri Division, Ratnagiri. 

4. Special Land Acquisition 
Officer, Ratnagiri, 

2. Ratnagiri 

Collector of Ratnagiri. 

1. Special Lund Acquisition 

! Officer, Ratnagiri. 

2. Special Deputy Collector 

Tenancy Appeals at Chiplun. 

3. Sub-Divisional Officer, Chip- 
lun Division, Chiplun. 

4. Sub-Divisional Officer, 

Dapoli Division, Dapoli. 

3. Kolaba 

Collector o£ &ajaha. 

1. Sub-Divisional Officer, Ma- 

had Division, Mahad. 

2 . Special Land Acquisition Offi- 
cer, Kolaba, Alibftg; 

3. Sub-Divisional Officer, Alibag 
Division, Alibag. 

4. Sub-Divisional Officer, Panvel 
D 1 v in i on . Panvel . 

4. Banbay South 

ColleetororBanbavaniBon >ay 
Suburban District. 

X. Special LanJlAcquisition Officer 

No. Ii, .Bombay, 

2. Assistant Commissioner (JRe- 
venqe)) .. Bombay Division, 
Bombay. 

3. Special Land Acquisition Offi- 
cer No- 6, Bombay. 

4. Special Land Acquisition. Offi- 
cer No. 4> Bomba; 

5. Bonny Giitral Saith 

CalleetorofBaaCwyand Bombay 
Suburban District. 

~i. Sub-Divisional Officer (Sale 8 
Tax), ’Bombay and Bombay 
Suburban District. 

2. L«ave Reserve Deputy Collec- 
tor, Bombay Suburban Dis- 
trict. 

3. Special Land Acquisition Offi- 
cer No. 4, Bombay. 

4. Assistant/Deputy Collector 

|and Resident Assistant /Deputy 

Collector, Bombay Suburban 
District. 

6, Bombay Central 

Allitionat Collector 

Bombay Suburban District. 

1. Leave Reserve DcputyColleo 
tor, Bombaji Suburban District. 

2. Assistant f Commissioner (Ge- 

neral), Bombay DiviBiop, Bom- 
bay. 1 

3. Assistant Comnussiorer, Leave 
Reserve, Bombav Division, 
Bombay, 
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j. Sub-Divisional Officer, Wani' 
Division, Wani. 

6 , Sub-Divisional Officer, Kela- 
pur Division Kelapur. 


26. Yeotmal, . . Collector of Yeotmal. i. Sub-Div'sicr id Officer, Kela- 

pur Division, Kelapur. 

2. Sub-Divisional Officer, Yeoi- 
mal Division, Yeotmal. 

3. Sub-Divisional Officer, Dar- 
wha Division, Darwba. 

4 . Sub-Divisional Officer, Pusad 
Division, Pusad. 

27. Nanded . , Collector of Nanded 1. Leave Reserve Depuly Collec- 

tor, Collcctorate, Nanded. 

2. Sub-Divisional Officer, Nan- 
ded Division, Nanded. 

3. Resident Deputy Collector, 
Collcctorate, Nanded. 

4. Sub-Divisional Officer, Deg- 
loorDivision, Degloor. 

5. Deputy Collector, Land Re- 
forms,[Collectorate, Narded. 

28 Latur. . . , Collector of Osmanabad. 1. Sub-Divisional Officer, Deg- 

loor Division, Degloor. 

2. Leave Reserve Deputy Collec- 
tor, Parbhanl. 

3. Sub-Divisional Officer, Sailu 
Division, Sailu. 

4. Leave Reserve Deputy Collec- 
tor, Osmanabad. 

5. Sub-Divisional Officer.Udgir 
Division, IJdgir. 

6. Sub-Divisional Officer, Latus 
[ Divisions, Latur. 4 

29. Parbhani. . . Collector of Parbhani. X, Leave Reserve Deputy Collec- 

tor, Parbhani. 

2. Deputy Collector, Land Re- 
forms, Parbhani. 

3. Sub-Divisional Officer, Hin- 

f oli Division, Hingoli. 

ub-Divisional Officer, Sailtt 
Division, Sailu, 

30. Jalna , Collector of Aurangabad. 1. Special Deputy Collector, 

Land Ceiling, Gangapur Sugar 
Mills, H.Q. Aurangabad. 

2. Sub-Divisional Officer, Jalnt* 
Division, Jalna. 

3. Leave Reserve Depiity Collec- 
tor, Aurangabad. 

4. Sub-Divisional Officer, Bhii 
Division, Bhir. 

31. Aurangabad. , . Collector of Aurergebcd. 1. Spec 1 1 I rrd Accui' i'cj Offi- 

cer, Jaiwadi Project, Aurang- 
abad. 

2. Sub-Divisional Officer, Vaijfl- 
pur D tv is 1 on-, -Voi japur. 
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3. Sub-Divisional Officer, 
Aurangabad Division, 
Aurangabad. 

4. Special Land Acquisition 
Officer, Aurangabad. 

32. Bhir 

, Collector 01 Bhir, , 

1. Sub-Divisional Officer, 
Ambajogaiuj Dvision 

Ambalajoga. 

2. Sub-Divisional Officer, 

Bhir Division, Blrir. 

3. Leave Reserve Deputy 
Collector, Bhir. 

4. Deputy Collector, Lnad 

Reforms, Bhir. 

33. Osmanabad . 

Collector Osmanabad, 

1. Sub-Divisional Officer 

Latur Division, Latur. 

2. Sub-D ivibj on al Officer, 
Osmanabad Division 

Osman ab ad. 

3. Leave Reserve Deputy 
Collector, Osmanabad. 

4. Sub-D iviar on al Officer, 

Udgir Division, Udgir. 

5. Deputy' Collector, Land 
Reforms, Osmanabad. 

34. Sholapur 

. Collector of Sholapur 

1. Deputy Collector, Lard 
Reforms, Osmanabad, 

2. Leave Reserve Deputy 
Collector, sholapur. 

3. Special Deputy Collector, 
for Tenancy Appeals) 
Sholapur. 

4. Resident Deputy Collector 
Sholapur. 

5. Special Land Acquisition 
Officer, Sholapur. 

6. Sub-Divis'onal Officer, 
Sholapur Division, Sholapur. 

35. Handharpur 

, Collector of Sholapur, , 

1. Resettlement Officer, 

Ujjani Project, Sholapur. 

2. Sub-Divisional Officer, 
Madha Division Kurduwadf. 

3. Sub-Divisional Officer, 
Sholapur Division, Sholapur. 

4. Sub-Divisional Officer, 
Pandharpur Division, 
Pandharpur. 

5. Special Deputy Collector 

(Land Celling) for S.M. 

S.f. and C.A.P. Ltd., 
MalshiraB. 

36. Ahmednagar . 

, Collector of Ahmedn agar. 

1. Sub-Divisional Officer, 

Parner Division, 
Ahmednagar. 

2. Deputy 1; Collector and 

Agricultural Land Tribunal, 
Nagar Taluka, Ahmednagar. 

3. Sub-Divisional Officer, 

Rahuri Division, 
Ahmednagar. 



5682 the GAZETTE OF INDIA: DECEMBER 26, 1970/P A USA 5, 1892 [Part II— 


i 


2 


3 


37 . Kopargaon , . Collector of Ahmcdnagar. . i. Special Deputy Collector 

land Ceiling, Belapur 
Company Ltd., Shrirampur. 

2 . Special Deputy Collector, 

Land Ceiling, G.S. Mills, 

No. I, Kopaig'on. 

3. Special Land Acquisition 
Officer, Krishi Vidyapecth, 
Rahun . 

4. Special Land Acquisition 
Officer, Ghod Project, 
Ahmcdnagar. 

5. Sub-Divisional OiPcer. 
Sangamner Division, 
Sangamner. 

j8. Khed , . , Collector of Poona . 1. Special Land Acquisition 

Officer (6), Poona. 

2 . Sub-Divisional Officer, 

Junnar Division, Khed. 

3. Assistant Commissioner^ 
(Revenue), Poona. 

4. Special Land Acquisition 
Officer (9) Bombay, Poone 
Road, Poona. 

5. Special Land Acquisition 
Officer (8), Poona. 

6. Assistant Commissioner 
(Leave Reserve), Poona. 

39 . Poona . . Collector of Poona. f. 1. Leave Reserve Depu y 

Collector, Collect orate, 

Poona. 

2. Assistant Commsioner 

(Land Ceiling), Poona. 

3. Special Land Acquisition^ 

Officer (5), Poona. 

4. Assistant Commissioner 
(Supply), Poona. 

5. Sub-Divisional Magistrate, 
Poona City No. 1 Poona. 

6. Deputy Collector, Saes 

Tux Recovery Poona 
Commissioner’s Office, 

Poona. 

40. Baramati , . Additional Collector of Poona. 1. SpecialDeputy Collector, 

(Land Ceiling) for B.M. 

S.S., Malshiras. 

2. Special Land Acquisition 
Officer, Ujjani Project, 
Sholapui. 

3. Special Land Acquisit : on 
Officer, South Central 
Railway, Poona. 

4. Special Land Acouisition 
Officer (7), Poona. 

5. Special Deputy Collector, 

Land Ceiling, Walchandnagar, 

Baramati, 

6. Sub-Div>sional Officer, 
Baramati Division, Baramati. 

1. Satata . . , Collector of Satara. . 1. Sub-Divisional Officer, 

Phaltan Division, Phaltan, 
2. Leave Reserve Deputy 
Collector, Satata. 
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3. Sub-Divisional Officer, 
Satara Division, SatHra. 

4, Sub-Divisional Officer, 
Mahabalcshwai Division 
Mahabaleshwar. 

42, Karad , . . Collector of Satara. 1. Sub-Divisional Cfficcr, 

Mahabalshwar Division, 
Mahabaleshwar. 

2. Sub-Divisional Officer, 
Satara Division, Satara. 

3. Additional Special Land 
Acquisition Officei 
(Koyna Project), Satai. 

4. Special Land Acquisition 
Officer, Wama Project, 
Khujgaon Dam Islampvr. 

5. Resettlement Officer, 

Warna Project, Sangli. 

/ H.Q. Manipur) 

43. Sangli , . . Collector of Sangli 1. Sub-Divisional Officer, 

wahva Division, Sangli. 

2. Special Deputy Collector 
for Tenancy Appeals, 
Sangli. 

3. Special Land Acquisition 

Officer, Sangli. 

4. Sub-Divisionl Officer, 
Miraj Division, Miraj. 

5. Special Land Acquisition 
Officer (Board Gauge: 
Mira). 

6. Leave Reserve Deputy 
Collector, Sangli. 


,44. Hathanangale . Collector of Kolhapur, 1. Special Deputy Collector, 

Land Ccil'ng, Kolhapur. 

2. Deputy Collector and 
Agricultural Lands Tribunal 

Hatkanangale. 

3. Sub-Divisonal Officer, 

Shahuwadi Division, 
Shahuwadi. 

4. Special Land Acquisition 


45. Kolhapur . . Collecor of Kolhapur I. Sub-Divisional Officer, 

Stvantwadi Division, 
Sawantwadi. 

2. Special Land Acquisition 

Officer (1), Kolhapur. 

3. Sub-Divisional Officer 

Karvir Division, Kolhapui. 
4 ' Sub-Divisional Officer 
Gadhahinglaj Division. 
Gadhahinglaj, 


[No. 4f J 4/MT/70.] 
By Order, 

K. S. RajaGopalan S ecy 
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^ 24 TOWR, 1970 

wV 4002 : — Rf^MstFT nfsfw, 1951 ( 1951 «PT 43) 

ift srm 21 im ettct 22 tfY (1) 5m srw sifagsfY tt smm 4^ 

JIT ?fo 434j^X[t^j68, 3 *\f, 16f8*Ft «PT?) 

5 ^ wraYn ^gm fanifafaa- m?af\ % 1 h irmu^ <ji*r 

$ tf*pfYlI folH^ «SlY F *Y 5THFF *tfY sn^i: — 

(t) 2R^IR^HYHfaf'E ^fcfnft'E SllfafT ^ f' Z 

^ WTfw-; ?mT 

(®) 33RT *rT7?ft *cHVi 3 ^ IRHTFfY RfaPEzn R T^T^E SHt'TSTl «Ft 

fTE^ni snfosn: few % i 


HlT«fY 


’^riio ?wt f?rafa*r 
’FTfrnT 

fTEf%»T STlfaET 

Ffiw f’Efnn wifts^rr 

0) 

(2) 

(3) 

l Trsrryi: 


1. mf'PFT, EisRrrqrnfY 
EHpnmfT i 

2. fwi OT-tfWRT, SrfVTSjfa 
wYYh KT^RTifY 1 

3. 3WE WfoWT, TEmMY snfo 
Tc^TTf^rfr i 

4. favni njfa nfmi^T snfaire, 
i?nM i 

2 TrTTfa’fY 

^i<1«tEEj ’^ETpl'O' 

1. fa*ta ^jfir 'RfOTH'JT snfaiFT, 
frmWY i 

2. ^T-«FvTOT WfatJ% 

mfa, i 

3. OTtf WlfaHT, f*TW?T 5Rf®> 
f^q^R i 

4. wiftj^R, etWY hot, 

shWY l 

3 ^YvTRT 

^mzr, qftaHrf 

1. 3HOT tfllw?; Tfflf SOTy 
*(%TZ~ 1 ' 

2. fwi srfsnr^RT WlftfiFT 

wm, srP=it*r i 
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3. 3ros wifawr, wwtsw snss, 

1 

4. mmtJ HlfaWR, RTR^RT SHIS', 
IT^RT I 

4 mm 

RTqT faWT 

i. *jfw 'zfmm wifaiFn 


W5Tf 31R4R 1 

\S 

Wo 2, 1 

2. WjTFTRi ( RT^TJT ) , wsf 

sr w’s, + i 

3. fwr »rfw ». i m?vr mHn?, 

w o > ifarf I 

4 . t£rwti 4ftr wfsrff^w 
' o— 4, mzi I 

s mm 

pM R*IT 1 5T^TT 

1. w WlfaWT (fa^T *pt) 


^rf yq-m I 

Jjsf fSKT mf 3WR 1 

Z. >if-H' WRin'JT, 3W fawr 

W*if SRfpTT 1 

3. fa?N *jfw wfai$w wifawr 
Wo— 4, WRf l 

4. W^TW/^T IRR4ZT WWT WT- 
*rrw EfTw/sr wr:t fwwr 
jjsf, gsrqwT i 

6 (£*( $ WrJW 

inn: fsrwr 

1. WRRRW WPTKW 


WR 1 

fw ssf WR I 

'3 

2. WfTW HTWRcT (WTWFW) 

WWf SPSS, W5rf 1 

3 . w^tw vtijw, smre <tt- 
RSTW, ^ ST’is, ijsf 1 

4. fwm wfw wfsnr*p>r wifawr 

W o—7, tfsrf 1 

a 

5. W^TRS? (WFJW WTgfw) 

ijsf sras, ij?£ i 

7 

mn ^rpetr; f^rwT 

i. wi> snfawr, fswr 


WR 

3TO 1 

2. mx fsrar ss-RRnsR:, fisraT 
SSf 3WR 1 

3. faffa sffw srfsrif^T nrftiFR 

(^fnm snf.) *pr£ j 
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1 3 Erf^RT 


1 4 Krf^PTT IJ^RT 


1 5 ^f^RR WTCT, Wit? 


1 6 'MM’SRT f?TfRr 


1 7 WFRR ^TTRT 


1 . wifaitK gf^RT spars 
tjflRT I 

2 . ^H<a« OTpJRT, i r 5,v 4 i 1 < SRI v - 
H^<4K I 

3. M=(+im 5TTOPT TT-TOT 

qf^RT 1 

4. f%5TT Wjfa WlPWT, gftRT t 

1. W3 MlPh’fTC q^RT W 
gfeTT I 

2. srftw^ WlfeH 

h1*rt I 

3. TOTS WT PhHT *ERH%T M<si S 
IPTH^T I 

4. ff n im tnrtiiRT 

'3RFTR I 

1. TOR OTffiHT nifWRiif 
SRTff ■mftreprfa I 

2. WOT HIRRT OT-WRl" 
<s Ki , ihr 1 

3. strht g 7 -wn ^nrhrr 

4. fwi njfa «4fti+i(£ui tnPHHT 
3RPTfa 1 

1. 3WT «nftRT' ^(rHlN SRTS 
5EPTR I 

2 . f*RR y | [4.J-I T 

sf^RR 

3. ^nr miPmk frr^t 

SRR FFFPJT I 

4. fflf'MK ^inr 
TO ^RFTT | 

1 . sws UTfa*R tot, 
5t?«r 1 

2 . tor srrferc, ymw tot, 
OTRRk 1 

3 . ^to¥ wiftwrr, ^RnTR srarr, 

1 

4. WTftiHT; ^rf^TF HT, 

STTftR I 
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23 


24 WT 


25. «raf 


2 3 

3. fcrcta sh^rr 

JTFFR 'FSJW 5*£ STPPi 

4. wfeBT 5 TFI 57 : | 

5 ’TPTJT I 

6. ftm Rfanf J fTFrjT I 

to, %{ tto 1 . srav 

TOTI I 

2. 1TO UTlfRR, ifrPwr SRTT 

3. fcrep? njfa ^str 

WTO I 

<WRr 1 . swr snfwR w 

wfafr 1 

2. SRTTO 'U 1 < nW v3 T T J F 1 3PKT 
WTO I 

3 . srsrs- ?nfRR irr^'iFfr 
srarr >n?R'0<fl 1 

4 . 3Wf ’tnfw * 5 ^ snw 
w?* 3 ft 1 

5 . 3W STTfeR, srTO ro 
ardrr 1 

'RTOT, =^5T 1. mh(K TRftM 

sranr irrefarFft 1 

2. 3w «nft>4K ftm^rr w* 

ftrd^rr (twrtr. vfcft) i 

3 . htPrr THjrr swv 
TTJJT r 1 

4. OTT WT SRfr 

=5RT5^: 1 

5 . 3WI WTftiRT, «RTO SJW 

aRRr I 

wit, 1 . g^shr wrftftR, wrr srtt 

*roft 1 

2. sr'Prt httort OT-FfTOT 
*rcrf 1 

3. 3 <rars' wtPrr to? sra^ 

«raf 1 
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4 . swff mfen: f^n^rro: 

5F3TT ff»ETW I 

5. $rifas*K snsTT 

5 Rt I 

6. srrfwi: %wjt rnsrr 
%HFJT I 

26 tW ^d*W 1. TET7 ’nf'TiITT, SR7T r 

%WFJT | 

2. WK ?TTf95ET, ’ftcPET ST^T, 

*T>TtTH I 

3. srqTffs ?nteR, teet?t , srar 3 r r 

TETETT I 

4 . ^ranr snf'Rrc, jm sns'y, 

W 1 

27 i=IEPi$ 'EWE, 1. WmW WrEtE'l ^T-TOTCT, 

WFTft EET%$ I 

2. ^H<a« w 1 f'+iETj SPSEff',, 

TFT^ I 

3. 5TETHT *<Wd'A„ 

•TET^ I 

4. 3w snfofTT, se#t, 

I 

5. WET TSTTETl 
; 1E : T^ I 

28 $11*7 d ^ H M I d 1 3 1. d M '3 5 ^TTFeHT, ^17JT S <9 E , 

*JEJ7 | 

2. spmwr ottste ^r-wfzr, 

RTREfr I 

3. Wl'l ETfW7, ^ 5J7T3 - , 

H ' 

4 . MK 91 U I ^’E^FETET, 

'3 , <-( -H 1 1 1 "*l l <5 I 

5. heTwi i, Trftr snsrr, 
^srPn; 1 

6. OTI *EfT.R7, *TT?7 5E3fT, 

^TET I 
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29 TGTff 




30 5TTORT fxfWZT, Srr^PTT 


3 1 sfhnrnrR ww, 


32 fire 


fire 


33 


1 . wmst srram 
TGrff I 

2. 3TWWI, TjfirgjJK TORI', 

3. OTpRTT, f^rftsfY T«3T 
fpTsft I 

4. OTf WlPlWK, SET iT, &T 

1. frfo 3T WTeTT, sjfj? effTr, 

TTTTT: VFTT f*T<?T, ^TRl^T, 
*fNTRTT i 

2 . ^FSPT *rrfw, 3TP5RT sw*t, 
srpfrrr 1 

3. trrrm whot, tt wrtt, 
wI/.'iitit 1 

4 . ?wj 5rrfeTT, fire sraft, 
fire I 

1. finfh ^fir wf^i^T vifwre, 
^wrfr twTttt, tfhrnw i 

2 . wi *nfwe, ifarje twt, 

1 

3. srate *nfwe, tfmuiK 

5PTT, efreTRTT I 

4. frtfr ^ snften:, 
vft^unR 1 

1 . twt tufwe, *r«rrjftTrf 
5 mw, «rRT'H>ll$ I 

2 . to|I 'Hlf^iOX, far W, 
fin: 1 

3. ’fPFOTT KKOT 3T ^TRT f 
ftT I 

4 . 3T «(, *jfa pe, 

fire 1 

1. oti wrfwe, sn^e w, 

1 

2 . wii mfere, wwhh 

WT, 3GTRRR I 
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3. SFEPT?! HTOfTW, 3RFW7, 

I 

4. 'Cnf'ERT, ^1 < wit , 

I 

5. ^i wi, *jftr gmr, y**rr- 
rtst* 1 

34 EfrSTTJT «6WT, EftfTT^J 1. "T7 *Wr, Vjfrr ijmr, im- 

W! 

2 tow m+zi, 

sfarrjr 1 

3. ftwfa ^ ’m&x, *Tfmrfa 
srffa, vrtHTjr 1 

4. STHmr TT-TT’RT, RflWTJT I 

5. fasta *jfR «rfini^ nrfaiR 

vtWtjt 1 

6. 3W wrfwi, vfrWTJT SE3TT, 
RfWl^T I 

85 'Rjm EftWT^ 1. 5/Wfa mfoiET, W>- 

w, ijfP-njT 1 

2. wrr vif^BT, *re?r w 

1 

3. yi<9* tnfViHT, WtHl^l SE3¥ r 
JfflWTJT I 

4< UlfoiHT, 'RfRJTSnjW 

'RTfTyt I 

5. Iwryqrffwr, (ijfaiftaT) 

>HTo t^Ro it^Io Rto 
t^o tfto mwiktf 1 

36 ST§R5iFK TTC7, *f$WFTC 1. OTHT HTfWT, 'TPTft JESfa, 

IIPWT I 

2. 3I-WEI ITOT 

"TR al^Tif, 

RTT I 

3. ^irftRR, Trjff srari 

ffjwm 1 
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37 Tfamra to t, 1. fanifa 3 T ifftn, 

ssft TRgr 1 

2 . fwi 3 T iftRT, 

sffa IT^O Ho 1 , 

VlTTHfa I 

3. farefa urlw/:, 

?rft- fa write Trfrt i 

4. farito 'gftr trfsra^ snfwi: 

5 rrateFTT, 1 

5. s’Fste #wr, terte< 
st^j, wwR i 

38 ITS fWT, 1 , faifa VjfjT TrfmXrW ’trrfTTT, 

Ho (e) g^T 1 

2. snfircn;, ^tr to, 

?TS 1 

3. h|ot stpjft (tt^t) gnrr i 

4 . fa-iffa '•jfar «rf*nr$w wrfairc 

(9), *£r£ g^nrte, g^T 1 

5. faT?fa srftnr^or srrfaiR 

( a) g^Ti 1 

6 . H^IW (^TTTHT flT- 

tsft), gn i 

39 g-r I TiwfJT, g*tr 1. wra srrwH wei, thi- 

gHT 1 

2. sng«RT ('fffa ?flHT), 
g^TT i 

3 . fwi vjfir ^rFarr^jr mfror, 

(s), g*n 1 

4. H^nwsn^f (mgf%) , g;?n i 

6, S'FSfa gffT 0 

1. VV < 

6 . 3 T-TWT, fa’PFPT q^fV, 

g*TT, tt gnr i 

40 STKIFlft imWHT.'pT 1 fwi (^jrnft'RT) 

afro t^HoITg'o IT^o TTW^TOT 1 

2 fa^rT 'fjfai srfsn^r srrft^n: 
srwhft, TtemTT, ^Tfgi i 
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1 


2 


3 


3 . fasta *rf*T wrftWT, 

’Hj'T 'JTT I 

4. forta srrfiRBT 

( 7 ), yrr 1 

5. faffa TT-TT^T, Vijfa JfTTT,, 

TRXR ^PTT, sirWft 1 

6- WTf^HT, ^TTEFfr Wt, 

TTTWrfr I 

41 ^RTTTr mi, F7TTTT 1. T'-RfT WlfTn"!, 'FT^T T^TT, 

1 

2. sp^rm srrrwr srr ^frasr, 

Harm 1 

3. TW? mfosT, HOTTI STSR, 
Harm 1 

4. wrfwi, 

M«5R, Hjf R<?1 SAT | 

42 TR^TjWTTr 1. OTI rnfaHT, JTfra%FTT, 

5F5R, I 

2. 3W WftRT, HHRT JWJ, 
Harm 1 

3. *ptt fwT srftrtr^ 

Nlfliin:, (iTtRT TFfDmT) r 

TTTTT | 

4 . fastr srftnr^ srrfwr, 
HTH TFTDRr 'fHTTT, HTO, 

I 

5. J'R'Rr HTfaTHT, TT’TT SFTTjRT 
htthT, (fmrii:, iwinf) i 

4 3 OfFTT ^«f3T, 1. *TT iVfT, '+VrtT WT, 

Et^ft I 

2. faifa HT-^SWST 

Ffatfr 1 

3. fMN HTfiRm 

HPTWt 1 

4- 7if* TirfwrT, famr spjnnr, 
fFTK I 
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J 

2 

3 



5. vfJTfN RTfTTT, 

(srsV hij-t) fircrsr i 

6. Wfa ’TRWN, NT TNUTT, 

fTPTNt 1 

, 4 4 $ flTTTRTlN 


1. f#l TT TNT4T, TDIT 

1 

2. T<T spNfJT cTNT ^f*T flfa 

*jf*r gTTPmr# i 

3. TT5T WrfefTUTTTgTTlTl'ar'gT, 

1 

4. mi tpi wftnrgN snfrsn: 

( l), 1 

.4 5 


1 . OTi srrfatrc, TPr-Tufr 
ot, nrq--cr^ru i 

2 . fw«r zrfmzn -crifw?: 

( 1 ), ^>5^3: 1 

3. twit Nifwrt, TPcf'T 2 3 * * * 7 mr, 

I 

4. TW? ttrfTTT, 

SWT, EflfFtfiNlN 1 


[T 434/^°^°/ 7 o] 

srr^T flr, 

rr#To vTsrjfrqrrsnT, reet i 


ORDERS 

New Delhi , the 30th October 1970 

S.O. 4003. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Kumala- 
pati Trlpathl S/o. Shri Bechu R/o. village Bhakora, Post Office Domanpur, Dis- 
trict Varanasi Uttar Pradesh a contesting candidate for mid-term general election 
1969 to the Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 252-Aurai Assembly Consti- 
tuency, has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or Justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 

■Commission hereby declares the said Shri Kamalapati Tripathi, to be disqualified 

for being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of 

the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three 

years from the date of this order. 


[No. UP-LA/ 252/ 69 (153).] 
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R^ fcwff, 30 1970 

t^o <f)fo 4 00 3- — RR: Rmta'i STTRtR RT u+utun RRT ^ f% -ti t W'lfT fqtiifi 
RRT % {%tr ReRUrfa RTRTRR fRRldR 1 9 6 9 % fHR 2 5 2-sftRT$ RRT fRR?RR % ^JRTR 
Hfd sjWfl^K Nt «6 *i<H1h Ri f^TT^V ®fT fRRRft RTR M'tilsl , RT o alU'i'jT, 
fa-RT RTTrwr, : 3rTT m^i, RpR M fci f»i ftl C=i" RftTfRRR , 19 51 cPUT d^tfld RRTR Rf* PTR-Ht 

^RRT SPtftfRT fRR^RR *fr %rrr, RTfiTO RH?T % TO t|| ; 

2. Rk RR: HRR RPfftRRK ff, R7T R^PF ^[RRT RT% IT iff RRKY TO RRMiMRT 

% fHR T?r£ "Ptt°t spirt pril^vR R^t forr ^ , rrt Pm'Hd torTr RR rtt rrtsttr rrt ^ 

ftp RRR? TOT TO STORPTOT £ 'RtfcR RTiTRr ITT TORlfapT Rift $ ; 

3. RR: RR RRR RfijfRRR *ft til <,1 10 RT % Rm-iTO R pR^H RTRIR 0,d\3d 1 < r 
RRR «fV RRMPTfR iRRT^t rR RRR % Rln) 0^ r Tl R % Pt>^Tl RY R4d % RT IVrY 7TTO rR fay in 
RRT RRRT fWPT RfRTR % RRFT rR RlR rH $YR % fR" ^ rtTO Rft RT'Ota 

r 5Y RnRrafa % t^TTT f^n%r rYPtr tort 1 1 

[R° Ro STo-ft-oIT 0 /252/69( 153)] 
New Delhi, the lltfi November 1970 

S.O. 4004— Whereas the Election Commission Is satisfied that Shri Mohammad 
Hafiz, s/o. Shri Faridan, R/o village and Post Office Karanda, District Ghazlpur, 
Uttar Pradesh, a contesting candidate for mid-term general election 1969 to the 
Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 237-Zamanla Assembly Constituency, has 
failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2 And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure, 

3 Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Mohammad Hafiz, to be disqualified for 
being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years 
from the date of this order 

[No UP-LA/237/69(155).] 

R^ fawft, 11 RTORT, 1970 

0[R o sffo 400 4 — RR’ fRRfaR RuftR RR RRTRTR fl TOT | f»F RUT RtR fRRTR 
RRT % fclR RTOTRfR WFT fad'ldd 1969 % fHR 237- TOTIrrT THU frqfrpf ^ 
RRTR RT% TORTRRTT «fY «ff Tird^T HUT T cffrE ^T5T, f^ST fiTSfr^T, 

hTdruftlrd 5 Elftl(fi i m, 1951 rUTT fiquld qnlii *TTT frpuff ^rRT 

ifptfaUT wq% fRat'cPT sqifr TT ift 7 ?’3U TTd 5f «RTOh't| % ; 

2 sflr ssrer: h«et gr#wiT ^ ewf ^rt frr rt »ft srrV to shptwrtt 

%faTTJf?r^ Rmr !TOT PT^"hT7JT R^f folT RRT fR^lRR STTRtR *fR R^ RRTHTR RRT 
^ f% RR% TTR 'STT STERiHRT fvTR *6)^ RRfRT 1RUR RT ^RTR^fRrR R^t ^ ; 

3. RRRT*. SIR RRR ItftrfRRR HITT 1 0-*P % <u ( % f^RfRR SRRtR RRR^qiRT 

RRR «fT Rt^TRR «Ft RRR % RtRt RRRt ®T % f*P^t <ft RRR fc % RT UvR 
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ftV RET fwTH EfTET % ETUI ^ft ETft sfl ? fk % fftt{ £R sTlftW 3?T d 1 0 

ft ftk Eft ft jpmErftr % fk? fErffE ftlfftH rrrt $ i 

[ft°RoSr-ffto/237/69/( 15 5)] 

S.O. 4005. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Malikhan 
S/o. Shri Harkanath, village Bajna, Post Office Bajna, District Mathura, Uttar Pra- 
desh a contesting candidate for Mid-term general election 1969 to the Uttar Pradesh 
Legislative Assembly from 368-Mat Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge an 
account of his election expenses as required by the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3, Now, therefore, In pursuance of sectjon 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Malikhan, to be disqualified for being 
chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the Legis- 
lative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years from 
the date of this order. 


[No. UP-LA/368/69 (156).] 

HE° wfto 400 5 — EH: fftftKH mtfk NT ERTHTH ft RET | fa HftVT fWR 
HHT % fftt{ H*EMfS ETHUN fklfcR 1969 % ftfir 368-RTH RET fftVrER 8TH ft ^HIH 
<T§ft Hlft H*RfaHR «ft f ufitH TIE TT^FTT, -si't><ai'ii i 9T3I’TT, fftET RETT 

"JUT uftPT HIT ST fftfftfsRH E fak'd H 1951fi^fR^^TItJJnTfqw^fTO^^fftk^ 
ftNT ElfaH Tuft ft RENE Tf $ ; J 


2. Ek HR:, RW RrRkHR ft" Eft RtEN ffa( Hlft <R ftt EHHV *E 4HN>Hdl 
% fftxr qftf TRN 5T«r^T R$- fftET HHT fHHfaH ETEtH NT iff EIRTHTH ft 

RET ft fft. HE% TIN SR HHEHHT % fan Ttf HEftE TUN NT ^ETEftfNE fift | ; 


3. HH: «R HRHEfafftEH fttHRT 1 C-T % 5F[7RN ft fftHfalH 
HER «ft RfftETTH NT RET % Tftff HERT ft ft fNRt ftt RER % HT Iftftt TUR Tt 
fasiTH RET RENT faSTTH EffaE ft HUE =fft Rift tfR fftft % ^R RTftu ftt Hlffar ft ftfa 
EH ftl NTHTHfa % fftk krffR ftftfftH EURT 1 1 


[ftoRoRo— fftoRo/368/69( 156)] 
New Delhi, the 18 th November 1970 

S.O, 4666. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Naraio 
Singh S/o. Shri Faujl Singh, R/o. village Hasnapur, Post Office Plswan, District 
Sitapur, Uttar Pradesh a contesting candidate for Mid-term election 1969 to the 
Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 81-Misrikh Assembly Constituency, has 
failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as required by the Representa- 
tion of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Narain Singh, to be disqualified for 
being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years 
from the date of this order. 


[No. UF-LA/81/69(157).] 
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E$ Fe?EF 18 EEHE, 1970 

t[E° 0 4oo e. — ee: FteFee fRR ft eetur ft eet | f% eet s&e Feetr 

EET % ftn? ESEIEfF FTERE RfFe^ 19 69 % fEQ[ 81-fEEFl^ EET fEERE WE 
% ^ETE E?% ET% ERtEER sft ETTEE TJpT «ft 'tftrt fw fEERft ETE ^RJT, E^E 
Fiert Feet erfr, err sRe, etf eFeFeFhh FFyfHHE, 1951 eet f^jr eeR 
ffRjfr ^ert ftFwe fee FeeFee ret ft vtf tit Fret ?t%e fee if fefe 
Ttt ; 


2 . 5rk EE:, E7E HElEER E, Eft Rf EEET f®T<r Erft <R vft FEET IE FEHEET 
% farr ;p>f FRE FEET TWFtRE nff foil |; HIT FeeFee ETTR FT E^ EERIE IT EET 
| ft. IEF HE IE FERTET % fftE Fit TELE FRE ET RlftVfFcE E$f | ; 

3. FE:, EE, EEE FfftfEEE, Ft STRT 1 0-F % FEE EE ft FeeFr eRR EEEEERT 
FEE FT EIRE fEI FT EEI % TRT FEET E ft f%Et FT EEE % ET fFlft ERE R 

Fevte eet feet Fee te eFr^; % eece ee fte ftk ite f Fec;, ie ere R eRte ft 
eR E«f Ft eteteFe % FeCT Fet%t ETfEE FEET I I 

[eEoSTo-RoEo 81/69( 1 57)] 


New Delhi, the 20 th November, 1970 

S.O. 4007- — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shrl Prakash 
Chandra S/o. Shrl Avadh Beiharl Lai, R/o. Bihar. Thama Mohamdabad, Tahsll 
and District Blarrukhabad, Uttar Pradesh a contesting candidate tor Mid-term 
election 1969 to the Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly from 316-Kamalganj 
Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses as 
required by the Representation of the People Act, 1991, and the Rules made 
thereunder; 

2. And whereas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or Justification for such failure; 

3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shrl Prakash Chandra, to be disqualified for 
being chosen as and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a a State for a period of three 
years from the date of this order. 

[No. UP-LA/316/69(158).] 


Effevft, 20 EIRE, 1970 

wf° 4007 — ee: Retie err ft eftfte ft eet | If eet e&t Rete 

EET % FR ESETEFe HERE FeeFee 1 969 % fFrft3 1 6-FEEEE EEt FeeWe WE ft ^ETE 
EfE ET% eRTEETT EFTOEEf 55E «ft fee fEfrfr ETE fEETftt FlfR etet eRherte, 
E^EftE FV< Feet fester ETR eRt, e'TF eFeRFeR wFeReE, 1951 EET ElfttE 
EETIT EE FeEET !JERT FEFwe FEE FeETEE HE’} FT F'tf Ft EET ErfftpE FEE H FEFE 

; 


2. ifVy ee;. eee eteTeer e^t erf ?ceet Re eR et ifr ErfriE fefeet 
F fEq F>f FRE FEET ET^FTE E^f flET EET FeeFee FTER FT Ef EETFRl't 
EET | fF EE% ETE IE FEFEET % Fee F'Vf EEF:e FRE ET HR\fFcE E^t ^ ; 
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3. m:, m, rit srftrfaRR fa nn:r 1 o-tt $ r-jrpr farfaT srrfaR 
3W fa rpri t^s fa % fafa RTfa Jr Jr fafa fa ett % Rr fafa ttrr fa 
fasrrT rrt mm Rffarc v % rtp 7 ^fa fadffa % far<?, w Rrfa fa truj k 
ttt m fa TTNirfar % fwR far%r ' ifaT tttt 1 1 

.[[rro^oJTo— f^ro^o /3 ie/6 9 ( 158)] 
New Delhi , the 30th November 1970 

S.O. 4008. — Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that Shri Kripai 
Singh, S/o. Shri Nagine, R/o, village Jitholi, Post Office Moukbas, District Meerut, 
Uttar Pradesh a contesting candidate tor election to the Uttar Pradesh Legislative 
Assembly from 396-Klthore Assembly Constituency, has failed to lodge an account 
of his election expenses as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1931, 
and the Rules made thereunder; 


2. And whreas, the said candidate even after due notices has not given any 
reason or explanation for the failure and the Election Commission is satisfied that 
he has no good reason or justification for such failure; 


3. Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election 
Commission hereby declares the said Shri Kripai Singh, to be disqualified for 
being chosen a 3 and for being a member of either House of Parliament or of the 
Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of three years 
from the date of this order. 


[No. UP-LA/396/69(163).l 
By Order, 

A. N. SEN, Secy. 


Tffacfa, 30 RTJTN, 1970 

tJRo fao 4 00 8 . — NT: f'TTlTT RTRPT TT TRUITT jft TNI far TcTT sfaw fauTT 
RRf % ffa RiRfRfa RUTTCR faTPTT 1969 % far 3 9 6 -fafasT RRT fafaTR WT R 
TRCT NTT TRr RPRTTTTT fa fTIN faff? 55 N fa T<frT ffaiTfa Rfa farfafa 'TTTTT R3 
NTT fapTf RT5 RTTT NTT, *ffa farfafsTcT RfafapTR, 195 1 TTT TlfaT RR TU RR ffafa 
^Trrr farfaT farfarT sfai rtt fa$ fa fair TrfarN trt it wren t'| | ; 

2. fad NT:, 'TIT TfarTTiR 'IT R-N f far faR TT fa Rffa ?T RTRRTr 

% Ptt fa$ TfTR mm dufaTRR r^ ffarr ttt ffarfaT rtrir *ft r? rirttitt fa 

RUT I fat RR : R RTR TR R-TRTTf % PTR faf RTr c T TRTR Rf TRlfaffaR R$) £ ; 

3. RT:, m, NIT RurfalR, fa GTTCf I 0 -T % RTRTR Jr fTI?TT 5Tifa<T Rff- 
RTryr NTT fa TRfH ffa fa RRT % fafa RRTf R R fa-fa fa RfT % Ti fafa TRT 
fa fa TIT RRT RTTT fa TTT RfVTT % RT*N ^ RrT % fa[ TT R fa T fa Ti (f'J R fad TT 
fa RTTNITfa % faR fafa^T fafaT TRdT | I 

[Ro^cRo-faoRo/396/69( 163)] 
RfaH R, 

JTo RRo %T, RfaTR | 
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MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 

New Delhi, the 28th November 1970 

S O. 4009. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (1) of article 239 
of the Constitution and all other powers enabling him In that behalf, the President 
hereby makes the following further amendment in the Ministry of Home Affairs 
Notification No. F. 22/11/69-ANL, dated the 2nd January, 1980 (hereinafter referred 
to as the said notification), as amended by the Ministry of Home Affairs Notifica- 
tion No. 4/60/61-ANL, dated the 2nd February, 1963 and Notification No. 4/107/ 
84— ANL, dated the 26th November, 1964, namely:— 

In the said notification,— 

(i) for the entry “(bb) the Secretary (Finance) to the Chief Commissioner; 
or”, the entry ‘‘(bb) Finance Secretary. Andaman and Nicobar Ad- 
ministration; or” shall be substituted and Bhall be deemed to have 
been substituted with effect from the 22nd April, 1970; 

(il) for the entry “(dd) the secretary (Judicial) to the Chief Commis- 
sioner; or”, the entry "(dd) the Judicial Secretary, Andaman and 
Nicobar Administration; or” shall be substituted and shall be 
deemed to have been substituted with effect from the 22nd April 1970; 

(iil) for the entry “(e) an Assistant Secretary to the Chief Commissioner”; 
the entry "(e) an Assistant Secretary to the Andaman and Nicobar 
Administration! or ” shall be substituted and shall be deemed to 
have been substituted with effect from the 22nd April, 1970. 

[No. 4/70/70-ANL.l 


n?r toi 

E$ fopft, 26 EEWT, 1970 

rjHo gfto 4009 uTeRIE % Wfkk 239 $ (l) BUT ETH “iPtdu'l 

ERT EE EEE EBft Enft E^ft 'fifrdEl EE HEftfi Epft EETEE 

qft eeet 22 / 11 / 59 — ee° fE*iiE> 2 EEEft i960 ft (ee% 

EVERT EEE Rf ft^EET %EE E fafaci), tjg EaiME (Iwi 4/60/61-t[o 

TTrf o TT^fo f^Eftp 2 ETPTft 1963 ftfa; Efft^EET 66*11 4/ 1 07/64-EI 0 ftE° fftETEJ 
2 6 W i, 19 64 BTTT EElftlE ft 1 !! EET ET, fids BTH ftEEfefaE ft’lT RftftRE ET^ft t 
WEftf EEE Efft^EET ft 

( l) EfftftE (ftt ?ft) 5JEE % EfftE (ffttf) 1 ET % WET ET Efftfe (ftt 

sft) fft^r ftERTE ftk fEEftarrc eetee ; et sf?R«nfEE Eft Eiftftt ftk 22 win 
1970 ft RfilWlfET Eft E$ EEtft Wft I 

( 2 ) HfftftE (5ft ft) 1J*E ETEEE % Bftwf (WTfiW) ; ET * PETE ET nftfe 
(f[ tfr ) WTftlEJ EfftE, ftlETE ft*lT fWWTT ERTEE J ET EfeElfEcT Eft 
isnxUfr ft“tT E^ 22 ERE 197 0 E EfcPElfEE Eft E^ EElft E Rift | 

( 3) Efftfe “(i) T$W ET^.E % E^TE*F E^E % PE1E ET Eftfe” (f ) P^TEET 
RfftE, ft ERIE ftk ftpEWt STEIEE J ET nftlPETfiRf *ft 'Elftftt ft*lT E^ 
22 1970 % illdWlfftE Eft Eft EElft snftftt I 

[fto 4/7 0/7 0-0 [ o trq-o 


New Delhi, the 4th December 1970 

SO 401# In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (1) of article 258 of 

the President, with the consent of the State Government of West 
entrusts to the Legal Remembrancer to that Government the 
Public Prosecutor for conducting the cases of the Administration 


the Constitution, 
Bengal, hereby 
functions of the 
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of the Union territory of the Andaman and Nicobar Islands before the High Court 
at Calcutta In Its appellate or revlslonal jurisdiction and appoints him under sub- 
section (1) of section 492 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1898 (5 of 1898) as 
a Public Prosecutor In that behalf with immediate effect. 

[No. 30/40/69-ANL.] 
H. S. DUBEY, Dy. Secy. 

1, 4 1070 

t”To 4010. — EfWd % 2 58%^ ( l) 3TTT SRTT Hfadil'l TT WtT 

grr, TT^fTT, RRTH ^ TTW RTTTT *ET ft, WRIT WWl'tW # 

spftH ITT JT^EfTT Wwi % WPTR STHt tf|<T Rljg % RR-UnfacT 

ffilIT % % RTWt % Vi 3 3 k! HR R td'iT 

% fafa TOWf *fit #1% | Rk HR RRR Jr Srf^HT RfgRT 1898 ( 1898<FT 5 ) 

nrt 492 ^hr-rtct ( 1 ) % %r ^ *ptcT$ i 

[r° 30 / 40 / 69 —^otpro^ro] 

0 qnjo HR-Rf%if 1 


CABINET SECRETARIAT 
(Department of Personnel) 

New Delhi, the 15 th December 1970 

S.O- 4011.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 
492 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1898 (5 of 1898), the Central Government 
hereby appoints Shrl K. Ramaswamy, Advocate, Madras, as a Public Prosecutor 
for conducting the prosecution of the accused in the case RC.6/EOW/67-Madras, 
In the original, appellate and revlslonal courts. 


[No. 225/39/70-AVD(II).] 


fVHFT) 

H 1 ? feufr, 1 5 fTETJn-, 1970 

TT0WT0 4011: — ^RfWRfgHT 18 98 ( 1 8 9 8 TT 5)^V RDT 4 9 2 HW.RT 
( 1 ) SmtHTH 'II Pm RT RTT SRPT fT. W RRRr< tT^iTpsfr %o TlR^ifi ipfs^nr, 
hrtrrI', hurthrY rth RiREft 6 f o 6 7-Rinw 

RfE^RT TT rFrR>IH RRTHH YTR % fuE % ¥R t fa^R RRft | I 

[rsrt 225 / 39/70 tjo tfY° ( 11 ) J 
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S.O. 4012 . — In exercise o f the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 
492 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1898 (5 of 1888), the Central Government 
hereby appoints Shrl T. P. Mathew, retired Senior P.P., S.P.E. Cochin as a Public 
Prosecutor for conducting the prosecution of the accused in the cases RC 89/65 
and 19/67-of EOW — Madras, In the original, appellate and revisional courts. 

[No. 225/ 41/70-AVD(II)] 
B. C. VANJANI, Under Secy. 

^to 4012 : — ^trfwrTf^TT, i898( 1898 >Er 5 ) «rm 492 

TPrenn ( i ) arc srstr wfeml vr tpfpi qq^-frirr «rV ftotfo 

im f-TfrT ?ffa srfqqiqq, fqgfq PUTT, THPT «T> JfU, mJ<fi TV 
«TPn?Tdf qi? rfl— 39/ 6 5/q\r 1 9/67 f srfqqqq T? qfqq'tqq 

qqpl % TtP :qfqq>qq fqqqq WT $ i 

[qsqr 225/41/70^0 fr° tfto (n)] 
$\o *flo qqr^V, ^qq qfqq 1 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Expenditure) 

New Delhi, the 25th November 1970 


S.O. 4013. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) cf section 3 
of the All India Services Act, 1951 (61 of 1952) and of all other powers enabling 
it In this behalf, the Central Government, after consultation with the Governments 
of the States concerned, hereby makes the following rules further to amend to 
• Civil Service Regulations, 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Civil Service (Sixth Amendment) Regu- 

tions, 1970. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their publication in the Official 
Gazette. 

2. In the Civil Service Regulations, in clause (a) of Article 565, after the Note, 
•the following Explanation shall be Inserted, namely: — 

“Explanation . — For the purposes of this clause, the expression "the date of 
his arrival In India’’, with reference to an officer of the Indian Civil 
Service who was recruited and trained in India, means the date on 
which such officer signed the covenant.” 


[No. 7(ll)-E.V/70.] 


S.O. 4014. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 3 
cf the All-India Services Act, 1951 (61 of 1951) and of all other powers enabling 
It in this behalf, the Central Government, after consultation with the Governments 
-of the States concerned hereby makes the following rules further to amend the 
Fundamental Rules, namely: — 

1. (1) These rules may be called Fundamental (Seventh Amendment) Rules, 
1970. 

(2) They shall come into foroe on the date of their publication i*' the Official 

Gazette. 
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2. In the Fundamental Rules, In clause (f) of Rule 58, after the Note, the 
following Explanation shall be inserted, namely: — 

"Explanation . — For the purposes of this clause, the expression “the date of 
his arrival In India", with reference to a member of the Indian Civil: 
Service who was recruited and trained in Indio, means the date on 
which such member signed the covenant.” 

[No. 7(11)-E.V/70.]1 
MEHAR SINGH, Under Secy,. 
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t« Bank*— 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Basks , . . 180,90*36*300 

(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks . . 8,07,96,000 

(iii) Mon-Scheduled State Co-operative Banks . 71,66,000 

(ir) Other Banks 40,06*000 


(3 Others 115,47,27*300 

Bills Payable 50,19, 23*000 

Other Liabilities 71,29,52^00 

Rupees . 94 6 ,5°,97/»° 


Loans, Advances and Investment* from National Agricultural 


Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund — 

(a) Loans and Advances to: — 

(i) State Governments 34>33>t9,a30 

(ii) State Co-operative Banks .... 21,72*21*300 

(iii) Central Land Mortgage Banks .... 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank Deben- 
tures 9,57*32*300 

Loan* and Advances from National Agricultural Credit 
(Stabilisation) Fund — 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative Banks . . 5,36,57,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments from National Industrial 
Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund — 

(а) Loans and Advances to the Development Bank . 26,76,71,000 

(б) Investment in boods/debentures issued by the 

Development Bank 

Other Assets 35,00*40*000 

Rupees . . 946,50^7*300 


•Includes Cash, Fired Deposit* and Short-term Securities. 

•*Exc; tding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial Credit (Long Term 
Operations) Fund. 

gJHxduding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary overdrafts to State 
GovernmeBts. 

1 Includes Rs. 56,88,25,000/- a Jvanoed to scheduled commercial banks against usaiKe bills under Section tX4Xc)°f the Reserve Bank of India Act. 

tt Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisa- 
tion) Fond. 

Dated the 9th day of December, 1970. 
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(Ttfo sffo 4015. — 4 

SruFT) 

Ef ftwfr, 1 i 1970 

1 970^Tfrg# ittH^fk^TT % ?ftvJT fk*ITE % ! t)l4 + «iw fTT piq ie 




wifeui 

Edk 

-d+dT '-Mi 

5,00,00,000 

wte .... . 

5,72,25,000 

=M1 Pdfs 

. 150,00,00,000 

PT fEWT .... 

3,26,000 



0 trr fa 4+1 .... 

3,77,000 

'•o^Ft wftr ’PE 


*4 lid 4fU EElk Ek fan : — 

0 


(<ftEPTEtE fwj) fkfk . 

172,00,00,000 



<i^ni fftr w 


(^) ^5fr 

• * 

) fafk 

. 37,00,00,000 

(s) faM .... 

« • 

(< 


(e) Emrcf wrt ter 

18,20,31,000 

sfteftftpp pe * 


fktki |UT EEEET*' 

1 1 1,30,54,000 

(stf faanq) Mk 

95,00,00,000 

fat*!* * 

1 00,94,76,000 

3E1 TlfsrtMT : — 


’PE kfa: vrfinr : — 


(p) TORf 


(i) %^RI ETEET **?r 

• . 

(i) ERPTT 

52,05,83,000 

(ii) TT*E EWEt Pt@ 

140,29,4 2,000 

(ii) ER+lT 

8,39, 08,000 





5PE 51 Rth : — 


(<?) 0p 


(i) SH^Hd ElfE^ fffr Ptf 

149,92,50,000 

(i) 

, 180,90,36,000 

(ii) TRfE E5^I<1 EEf^fftt • 

284,81,81,000 

(ii) E^rrt EP 

. 8,07,96,000 

(iii) fETt Jiff ... 

2,46,25,000 



frfk ete (^rwmftE Ppm m) fkfk if 




PTE, tlfkE sftx fEEE 
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fort sms ?fon rrfHfortr, 1 934 % foperr, 1970 4 Trfts ?t ftps' |tr % for %sr 

f^folPT 


JT=mr 


fTT 


rn 1 


sfrsrr 


wi 




Vi 

8 


?f%>T form if w 

5ft? 

^nrjprtr^fte 

^r?t foT jrq gs 5fr? 


5,72,25,000 
3997,4 5,91,000 


Ft%?T 

(?) TPS it PST |?H 
(s') '+( 1 ^.a % < 4 1 tj <. PST 
fST 

4oo3,i8,i6,ooo fosf sforfori 

str 

?T Ri^ii 

TTSTFPFTP ?r WTT 

stforforr 

CN 

^?ft fgfom for fYt 
fjrr^ Tiffor-sw 


182,53,11,000 


376,42,00,000 




4003,18,16,000 ^srnfforr 


558,95,11,000 

56,89,96,000 

3387,33,09,000 


4 00 3, 1 8,16,000 


[Th 0?* j(3)-tto tfto/ 70 ] 

?rr its 9forr<7, 1970 ??Tpo ?» ^STft, 

fosst *forr 1 

So TrjTFTT 5T«yp4^ 1 
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(Department of Banking) 

(Corporations Branch) 

New Delhi, the 8th December 1970 

8.0. 4016. — In pursuance of sub-section (2) of Section 21 of the Industrial 
Finance Corporation Act, 1948 (15 of 1948), the Central Government, on the 
recommendations of the Board of Directors of the Industrial Finance Corporation 
of India hereby fixes 5 per cent per annum as the rate of interest payable on the 
bonds to be issued by the said Corporation in January, 1971 and maturing on the 
1st January, 1972, 

[No. F. 2(60)-CORP/70.) 

M. K. VENKATACHALAM, Jt. Secy. 

(3'fon farm) 

8 ftdHT, 197 0 

«fTo WTO 40 16’ — f~W 1948 ( 1 948 H>T 15?) H? TTTCT 

2 1 tort ( 2 ) % tot imrfk wleitPw fori Phut % fd?vw ri h? 

ftrerfan it, i » a\ 5 T 7 T ir? fraiftcr Firfr fwr sm 1971? snrfr M 

«rr? wtr i972 ^ijiT^%^TfiHW^^^5niiit'TT?T®TrJr 

ht 5 MfdKicf ? >fr 1 

[ho quo 2(00) — HTRTfttnr / 7 0.] 

TTRo RHFT RfHH l 


(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

New Delhi, the 30 th Noveviber 1970 

S.O. 4017.— Whereas Shri S. Rangarajan formerly General Manager, Oriental 
Fire and General Insurance Company, Bombay, who wag appointed as a member 
of the Executive Committee of the General Insurance Council by the notification 
of the Government of India, In the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue 
and Insurance) No. 51 (21)Ins.I/67 dated the 31st January, 1970, has resigned from 
the membership of the said Committee. 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of sub-section (2) of section 64G of the Insurance 
Act. 1938 (4 of 1938), the Central Government hereby nominates Shri G. V. Jannah, 
General Manager, Oriental Fire and General Insurance Company Limited, Oriental 
Buildings, Mahatma Gandhi Road, Bombay, to be a member of the said Executive 
Committee of the General Insurance Council in the vacancy caused by the resigna- 
tion of Shri S. Rangarajan. 

[No, F. 51(21)Ins.I/67.J 
M. L. WADHAWAN, Dy. Secy. 

(Trsptg (ft? fyUFl) 

3 n FHRT, 1970^ 

HTTo WTo 4017: — m: <^T -0KN-H, 'HrTJ? ’MifW'-l TTRT 

URTH RKR RTHTR far! HHWI (TTJR^ sfft ?tRT f Wl) 

qft tl Ftl^dl Ro 5l(2l) RtRT 1/67 31 'fl'ih'Ct, 1 9 7 0 ITF 3RTR H?fRsT 

nft ymTfcren hMt % rrw % ft if Pert rrt ht, ? eft hMt h? rr^rtt ?r 

HR ?HTR HT folT ^ , 
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sjt:, w, sfrtTT srfaftnr, 1938 (1938 4) (2) % 

IT'lH < u l ir TOR qd'^RI sft <sfto zfto sftfUFTH 'EPTT q^ 

arwr ^pett fufatr, sftfTrew faicshAi , r^tutt Rtat tit, *fr quo 

T^RRFT % T? RTF! gKT fcpRI ^ 3TTOT wft^fT tMeR ^ T*ET ^|4miP^+I eMt «FT 

IKUJ %■ fwq 'll^f'f^f'fld ^ I 

[tf° qTo 5l(2l)-^tTTo 1/67)] 

qr° q?r° simEET, t<t 1 


(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

Customs 

New Delhi, the 26th December 1970 

S.O. 4018. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (a) of sub-section 
(2) of section 157, read with clause (i) of sub-section (2) of section 158, of the 
Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1962), the Central Board of Excise and Customs hereby 
makes the following regulations, namely: — - 

1. Short title and commencement. — (1) These regulations may be called the 
Levy of Fees (Customs Documents) Regulations, 1970. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their publication in the Official 
Gazette. 

2. Definitions — In these regulations, unless the context otherwise requires:— 

(a) “Act” means the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1962); 

(b) “Customs Document’’ means a document used in compliance with the 

provisions of the Act and includes a bill of entry, shipping bill, bill 
of export import manifest, import report, export manifest export 
report, bill of transhipment, baggage declaration, show cause notice 
and any order passed under the Act. 

(c) “Section” means Section of the Act, 

3. Levy of fees.— The proper officer shall, for the purpose specified m column 
(1) of the Table below, levy fees on a custom document at the rate specified in 
the corresponding entry in column (2) thereof, namely: — 

The Table 


PURPOSE 


RATE 


1. Amendment of import manifest 
or export manifest including supple- 
mentation thereof. 

2. Supply of certified copies of:— 

(a) a bill of entry, if the request 
is made prior to the passing 
of an order under section 46 
or section 00. 

(b) a customs document relating 
to imports other than that re- 
ferred to in item (a). 

(c) a shipping bill, if the request 
Is made prior to the passing of 
an order under section 51 

(d) a customs document relating 
to exports other than that re- 
ferred to in item (c). 


One rupee for each line of the mani- 
fest. 

Five rupees per copy 

Ten rupees per copy 
Two rupees per copy. 

Five rupees per copy. 
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4. Amendment of Import manifest to be exempt from payment of fees In 

•ertain cases. — No fees shall be levied under these regulations in respect of an 
Import manifest. 

(a) when the manifest is supplemented with entries relating to ports which 

have not been covered by the manifest; 

(b) which is amended or supplemented in respect of goods which are arti- 

cles of baggage. 

TNo J OO-Cus./F. No. 1/17/67-Cus.VI.] 
J, DATTA, Dy. Secy. 


( rrsrw Etor ftwi) 

N5 

Ef pEvE) 2 fi ft*T«R 19 7 0 

VTo WIo 4018; — EtEr^RE EfaPTEE E?) ERT 158 TfTWPT ( 2 ) % SPR 

(|) %Er«TEp5E ER1 157 eP TTERE ( 2 ) E -Ftf (E) SRT EE?T ?rfWr 
«PT EeVT EEd EHTE ?fR EVE! 7RV E>T ETCfRT fVrrrif^fjg-,' pTpfEE 

eetet wfe : — 

1. HfWET ETE ER>E (1) PEpEEE TIE (EfEr EEtT E’ETTE ) 

fafaEE, 197 0 ET EfTE I 

( 2 ) n vrrEm trtee 5 ft EifRr t! ttt g'Pr 1 

2. qfGTWTj ; — PrPmf E ee ee fr eee 1 ? itffarE e 5I : — 

(nr) ‘ePePeee’ if eVerTcE ePePtee , 1 962 (1902 et 52 ) ufsrJir t, 
(«r) "EtEr WEE? ertiee" ePePtee * TT^tff % st^toe e ette vtf 

EETiTjT ePe*E I sEpTfE?) ETETcT EE, T>T 'Tf^'EfE P-RT, pTEfa P?E, 
ETETE E?E ET, ETEru fETtP, PtePt EgTE-TE, PEEpf firr>£, EIEEtTEE 
f^E EiElO’ eITET, frR' EfEIEET^^f^rr ^En'l Ef ePePEEE %EEtE 
EtPRT E?tf ErlXT EftEfEE 1 1 
(e) “ettt " e ePePtee E?T EFT EfEEE % I 

3. ’ElE ETEf'E . — f EE ERE) % ^RE ( ! ) E faPfK'-'i EEtEE % 

E^fEE EfEETfr, eVeT ERE E^TiEE EE EE% T EfE ( 2 ) E EREl^ff ERpZ E PePePec?: 
EE ET 'ETE ^'T : ~ 

ETEEi 

eePee 

1 . ETEfE EEE EE Er pTEpT EEn EE EE, PEEE EIRE 

ET'JEE EpTEpEE I , E ElEE 

2 . PepePePET El EEfpEE EpT EE % fE(J : — 

(e) ETEET EE EpEETE- El ERT 40 ETERI 60% EE)E 
ET^RElfhE ERfT 


E T 

EfR -EE Tf EETE EpTE % 
Pee ee EiEr 


EPE EE>T EpE, EfE 
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77DT7 77 

(*l) 7T (v) if if r*T^T, HTTTcT if 77WT7fr,7fiir 

ET*rf:y?r ?ffRT 

(7) 7>r frn, Tfe 7r77I 71 Tf 51 % STTR TT 777 Ufa 1 , sH?i 

^rcT Tif' r i" sir ? r fr 57 #7ftt 

(si) '77 (-7) if fafrcz Tf7f77 i| f<T7fa ’> Thf W0[ 7 fa, Slfa 

Enrr 7 t ; t 7 E 7TT5r 1 

4 «pffm *5TWf 3 WFUrT TfT TT ^ *pr Tit?? V HTT7 H q* STW $faT :- 

$7 fa fa 77 1 % tfafa fafaf 5TFTRT 7i?7 17 Td 7T77 faf '-Em" 7^ifi7fa 7(?t pfaff 

7f«r 

( ! p) 5fT 7,77 7?, Trfat if 7r7ffa7 $fff 7fafaS7i, il 7^7 77 if 7^f trfaf, tFJ* 

(w) ^>77 7i7 ft 7r-7T Tfafftn - TTwr-j^f, 7f »rr7r7 Ff 77jrt $ i 

|faa loe-iffo tjjc. 1/17/67-^0 ^os] 

»7tM7 T^T, 77 7fa7 I 


CENTRAL EXCISE COLLECTORATE : NEW DELHI. 

Customs 

Mew Delhi 3 nd May 1970 

S.0 . 4019 — I i exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section 34 of Section 2 of the Custom* 
Act, 1962 (52 of 1962) the Collector of Central Excise, Delhi having been appointed as Collector 
Of Ctnto ns witn i the jur sd ct on of the Delhi Central Exc se Colic ctorate, hereby, assigns to 
the officers of a -d above the rank of the officers ment oned in column (I) of the Schedule below, 
the fanctio s of th_ “Proper Officer” referred to .n the various sections of the Customs Act, 
1962 given in the corresponding entry in column 2 of the said Schedule. 

schedule 


(1) 


Assistant Collector of Customs and Central 
Excise. 

Superintendent of Customs and Central Ex- 
cise/Appra sers. 

Inspectors of Quito n; and Central Exc sc. 

Sub-Inspectors of Customs and Central Ex- 

cise. 


(2) 


22(3)0), 33, 59 C Proviso), 61, 73, 8j and 
86(2). 

18, 19, 2r, 22(3) (a), 27(3) 45(2) (a)(b), 46, 48, 
54, 60, 64, 68, 72(i)(d), 72(2), 80, in (0) 
113 (k), 115(d), 129(2), 142, 149- 
I7> 30(1) (a) and (3), 31 (1) aid (2), 32, 39, 40, 
41, 42, 47, 50, 51, 62, 77, 79, 83, 144, X45. 

34, 35, 37, and 38. 

[C. No, VIII(Hqrs.) 1/7/66] 

R. PRASAD, Collector- 
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#tmrwr 

E$fa?EV, 2 Ef 1970 

VTO mo 4 019 — EtETEFF EfefEEE 1962 ( 1962 VT 52) »F7t OTTT 2 Et W 
34 5TTT sniff EEtE ^ gfr %rflE EEITCE VfiV EETgcrf ftctft <Et EfETCE 

WJFF mfef fccvft % WETlWT E (flonp EETgE? % EE E Ppf E fa3f EP? 

ET ESEETC wfsimft EET wrfHEnftqf qft E«tfl EET ETHf *Ft f^ETEE EcSrET PEE E^ft 
%^FE 1 #1, tffETVJ TtfftrfEEE 1 9 6 2 4?1 fEfaET ETTTOf 6* EfEE EftFPTd % <FP& EfEET 
$, f^REE EcEST fa*E E^^T % HUE 2 *T foET EET $ I 


(0 

( 2 ) 

O^TW EETjJEf UptETTpET uni vscimn 

2 2 ( 3) (b), 33, 59 (Proviso), 61 , 
73 , ss and 86 ( 2 ) 1 

EeW tftETKjHf EET EETTCE ETC 

iJcE fEVEh 

18, 19, 21, 22 ( 3) (a), 27 ( 3 ), 45 ( 2 ) 
(a) (b), 46, 48, 54, 60, 64, 67, 68, 
72(l)(d), 72(2), 80, Ul(o), 
U3(k), 115 (d), 129 (2), 149 

Pt EtEPJeEi RET EERIE TT 

17, 30 ( 1 ) (a) ( 3 ), 31 ( 3 ) and 

( 2 ), 32, 39, 40, 41, 42, 47, 50 
51, 62, 77, 79, 83, 144, 145 1 

EhI'I 0qi't> tHnisjeHi EEI ErHlEE 

34, 35, 37 and 38 1 


[Eo E>o VIII (E5TTEE) 1 / 7 / 06 ] 


go ETT° RETT, STETgEf 


MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND CHEMICALS AND MINES AND METALS 
(Department of Petroleum and Chemicals) 

New Delhi, the 28 th November 1970 

S.O. 4020, — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 
19 of the Industries (Development and Regulation) Art, 1951 (65 of 1951), the 
Central Government hereby notifies that In S.O, No. 1223 dated 17th March, 1970 
In place of Item 4 of the Schedule thereof, the following may be substituted 
namely: 

“District Inspectors of Prohibition and Excise”. 


[No, 4(2) /68/Ch.I,J 
J. A. CIIOWDIIURY, Under Secy. 
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(Department of Petroleum & Chemicals) 

New Delhi, the 2nd December 1970 

S.O. 4021. — Whereas by the notification of Government of India as shown in 
the schedule appended hereto and issued under sub-section (i) of section 6 of the 
Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in Land) Act. 1962. the 
Hlfht of User has been acquired in the lands specified in the schedule appended 
thereto for the transport of petroleum from drill site No. SBB to Sobhasan-1 in 
Mehsana oil field In Gujarat Stat°. 

And whereas, the Oil & Natural Gas Commission has terminated the operations 

referred to in clause (i) of section 7 of the said Act on 29th December, 1969. 

Now therefore, under Rules 4 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of Right 

of user in Land) Rules 1963, the Competent Authority hereby notifies the said 

date as the date of termination of operations referred to above. 

Schedule 

Termination of Operation of pipeline from Drill site No. SBB to Sobhasan-l. 


Name of Ministry 

Village 

S.O. No. 

Date of publication 

Date of 



in the Govt. 

term nat Oil 




Gazette o r India 

of operation 

Petroleum & Chemicals 

HEBUVA 

2400 

18.7.70 

29. 12. 1969 


[No. 11(1)770 Lab. & Legis-] 


ijfom RRT TRTRR >RIR RRT RTK HVRTR 
(qflfaRR RRT TRTCR ftnm) 

R$fceft, 2 f^rprarr, 1970 

fTTo -OTo 40 21. — RR: TR ReUR RR^ft R rU ^tf%RR RT^T RTHR 

w* R REflR % srftFPlff RR RRR) RftrfRRR, 1 962 ^ ERTT 6 Tt TIM ( 1 ) RtftR 
jmfRR ritr rttit 5ft Rfu^Hi jut j[rtir ttvr % *tirirt wr r ®rrr uqw rise 

HR HR RV it RtRTRR— 1 RT ^rfRRR % RptR^H % fRTt RR RRPf R^^Rl R fdfdRtR IjfERf 
% BRRtR fR RfHRRT Rf%R fRRT RRT | I 

Rk RR: rfR RTfldRf % RTRtR # 29—12—1969 °Pt R5R RftjfkTR HITT 
7^RRRTO ( l) % W ( l) RfRfeRfWR?T'mftTRRU:f^rr| | RR, RR: ^faRR 
HW RTTfR (ijftl R RWlR % RftFfRRf RR RRR) fRRRTR ft 1963, % fRRE 4 ^ RtflR 
RKTR snfSFFTd RRT RlttR nit, 3NT ffifeR Rfw % tpfaRTR % ^R R HRR3TCT RftFjfRR 
VTRT £ < 

®RRR PRR RWT HR t[R Rt % fftRTRR— 1 RR7 RTSWl^R Rfw RR RRRRTR 

RRWR RR RTR RtR RR$FR RRRT RTTR % TDfRR Rfw % RR- 

R 5TTTRR RlV RRTR RTTftST 
RTTlR 

^■jlfURR RRi fifR 2400 18-7-70 29-12-1969 

TRTRR 


[rWT ll(l)/70,%RTHWerfRR] 
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New Delhi, the 4th December 1970 

S.O. 4022. — Whereas it appears to the Central Government that it is necessary 
in the public interest that tor the transport of petroleum from D.S.-BDO to BDA- 
GGS-l-llne, Nawagam Oil field in Gujarat State, Pipelines, should be laid by the 
Oil and Natural Gas Commission; 

And Whereas It appears that tor (he purpose o' laying such Pipelines, it is 
necessary to acquire the Right of User in the land described in the schedule 
annexed hereto; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (i) of the 
■ection 3 of the Petroleum Pipelines (Acquisition of Right of User in land) Act, 
1962 (60 of 1962), (he Central Government hereby declares its intention to acouire 
the right of User therein: 

Provided that any person interested in the said land may, within 21 days from 
the date of this notification, object to the laying of the pipelines under the land 
to the Competent Authority, Oil and Natural Gas Commission, Construction and 
Maintenance Division, Makarpura Road, Baroda-9. 

And every person making such an objection shall also state specifically whether 
he wishes to be heard in person or by a legal practitioner. 

Schedule 

For laying pipeline frorn well No. BDO to BBA-GGS- 1 line. 

St«tc : Gujarat District : Kaira Taluk a : Natar 



Village 

Survey No. 

Hectaro 

Are 

P. Are 

Niwagam 


. 636/1 

0 

I 

OO 



635 

0 

O 

50 



629 

0 

3 

75 



630/4 

O 

4 

25 



620 

0 

8 

00 



631/2 

0 

t 

5° 



621/2 

0 

z 

75 



621/4 

0 

I 

50 


[No. 29(7)/ 68-10C/Lab. & Legls.J 
M. V. S. PRASADA RAU, Under Secy. 

Rf ftceft, 4 frffFRT, 1970 


*pTo Wo 4022. — RR: RTRR Rt *4% 5TTtcT ifETT $ f»IT RfafiJR R$ RTR- 

fipfr ^ fV ^ dtid TPR R RRTRTR 1 RU J*ll «'wi Rt yt ?f[ it RV Rf 3ft C[R RR 

H Rq ?H % fart rtR RRT RTfiRw *Tr RTRtR (TUT ld»i^ W«ft I 

5ftr RR: Rs-f TrftfT gldl' f 1% t^ffr Rt fRW% % RRtRR % Pdtt naqHHld 
R R^IR ijpr r t3RRtR RT srfRRTC RfRR RTRT R1RHRR £ J 

WT, (*jfE $ RWR[ % RftfRTT RT RRR) RfijfRRR, 1962 

( 1 962 RfT 5 0 ) R?T RTO 3 Rt RRRTTT ( 1 ) ski Wp-qql RT RRtR T 1 id IRr %R?tR 
RTRTT R RRR TIRRT RT SffHRR Rf%R RT RRRT RTRR ^ 5TCT RtfaR fRRT | I 

» fR IftfR RfR R f[[RR5 Rf^ odPirf, RR '•JpH % *TR h i < n i vi f=i wirl % frit!, RFStR 

RKTR Mlfy+ltr, TtR RRT Mlt^RR % RTRtR, PlR?R ^TRIR 

RRIR, RRTJU Tt¥, RtVlR9 ?R ^ RKtW & 2 1 fcff % *ftRT RR R%RT I 
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Bfa^BI viut} 1 ! 8TCT dIHl 5T RPlf% c 3' I f*F TBT ^ 1 ?‘. n 1 

t fa aifarer: m faff fafa ^tubi bit# i 

$BT WT *ft Bt # ift IJ-sft aft I rEF TT?*f BTCB fa$T#i^ 


ttwt- ipnciR 

1**11 *f>T 



cTE-ITi 1 — BRTC 

*rfa 

hbVirw 

ffaTC 

BTC 

BIT 


. 636/ 1 

0 

1 

00 


633 

0 

0 

50 


62 9. 

0 

3 

75 


630/4 

0 

4 

25 


620. 

0 

8 

00 


631/2 

0 

1 

60 


621/2 

0 

2 

75 


621/4 

0 

1 

50 


[B®n 29(7)/68-JIITt *fr ^fa*T] 

B« to ftrr shut tit, BTC Bfar i 


(Department of Petroleum and Chemicals) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 3rd December 1970 

8.0. 4823. — In pursuance of paragraphs 22 and 23 of the Drugs (Prices 
Control) Order, 1970, the Central Government hereby makes the following amend- 
ments In the Order of the Government of India, In the Ministry of Petroleum & 
Chemicals and Mines and Metals (Department of Petroleum and Chemicals), 
No. S.O. 2857, dated the 14th August, 1970, published on pages 3819 of the Gazette 
of India, Part Il-Sectlon 3, Sub-section (li) , namely: — 

In the said Order, for the entries: — 

“(1) The Deputy Drugs Controller, West Zone, Bombay. 

(II) The Deputy Drugs Cent 'oiler. East Zone, Calcutta, 

(iii) The Deputy Drugs Co.urober, North Zone, Gbaziabad. 

(Iv) The Deputy Drugs Controller, South Zone, Madras. 

(v) The Drugs Inspectors, Bombay, Calcutta, Gbaziabad and Madras 1 ’, 

the following entries shall be substituted, namely: — 

"(1) The Deputy Drugs Controllers, India, at Bombay and Calcutta. 

(II) The Assistant Drugs Controllers, India, at Ghaziabad and Madras. 

(III) The Drugs Inspectors at Bombay, Calcutta, Ghaziabad and Madras. 

[No. 17(48)/70-CH.III.] 
R. J. BHOJWANI, Under Secy. 
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(t^KhTT TOT THTTO ftoiFT) 

fesfr, 3 Re uk, 1970 

V(o Wfo 4023. — ^TT^PT ^ft^rfET (#TO Rwr) SCRe, 197 0 % frun t R 
22 5TT 23 % TOTOT if, (KTO ^5KI, HTTT W( % ffifwi TOT TEPW 
4Tk TOT TOT OTT TOTTO (^Rm TOT TOTTO fTOTO) % TFfft TrRE ETOT 2857, 
ETtRJ 14 TOR, 197 0 Sf, ftra + l ERE TRt4d % EFT 1 1, *sTT 3, TO W (ll) % <T S5 
wr 3819 to etrte pr «n; fERf%fci eeIhe ^reT |, to^; — 

toe et^jt *r, se Efaferfr % fro* : — 

"(i) eWe to fro-^, fifsroft ^jr, i 

(ii) ^fKrfsr to R^'to, ^ to, treto i 

(iii) wfafa to Rrrff, tot^ sfa eTfroraroi 

(iv) Ekrfa to Refer, sfirot to, mmr i 

(v) eWRe froteFF, ERf, tow, rnfroRK sfa mw i ’ 

Rhe srRrfeEt srRpenftci # srmt, to%: 

"(i) E«rt wk ww *? ere % eHTh to Rfftot 

I r . H 

(ii) BTfriew; «fk este e to % eWe e^rff Reftot 
(iii) sfWftr RrrRfFF, ER^ totot, EifroTSTK Ek ritte i” 

[etot i 7 ( 4 s)/ 70 -%jft III] 
mro HtTOFfr, tot Efro i” 


DELHI DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

New Delhi, the 19th December 1970 

S.O. 4024. — The following modifications which the Central Government pro- 
poses to make to the Master Plan for Delhi are hereby published for public 
Information. Any peison having any objection or suggestion with respect to the 
proposed modifications may send his objection or suggestion in writing to the 
Secretary, Delhi Development Authority, Delhi Vikas Bhawan, New Delhi, within 
a period of thirty days from the date of this notice. The person making the 
Objection or suggestion should also give his name and address. 

Modifications 

(1) An area measuring about 14 acres (5.07 hacts.) earmarked as Govern- 

ment offices in the Master Plan of Delhi, surrounded by (210' wide) 
Ring Road in the North, Safdarjang Hospital in the East. Master Plan 
Green in the South and land earmarked for Government offices In 
the West, is proposed to be changed for “public and semi-public 
facilities (Hospital)”. 

(2) An area measuring about 29 acres (11.7 hacts), earmarked as “Recrea- 

tional” (Distt. park, play grounds and open spaces) in the Master 
Plan of Delhi, surrounded by Industrial area in the North, National 
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Highway No. 2 in the East, Master Plan ‘green’ in the South and the- 
railway land in the West, located near Badarpur village falling in 
zone F-19, is proposed to be changed to ‘Industrial’ use. 

2. The plans indicating the proposed modifications will be available for 
inspection at the office of the Authority, Delhi Vikas Bhawan, Indreprastha 
Estate, New Delhi, on all working days except Saturday, within the period referred 
to above. 

[No. F. 3(245)/08-MP.l 
J, O. G. RUSSELL. Addl. Secy. 

fawff form snforr<R 

of fornt i9forwn:, 1970 

VT° Wfo 4024 : — ksffR R*m T fomf RTFRR TiTR R TIT fd'R RWftTR RI foRTT 
RTT$f ?, TRoT rV VIRRlfr Rfo 7 TRlfWR fori VI RKT o_ I $R 
ifRfR fotfffofo; T>srprfrT Rr?prrR fRiRiRtR sfof HrrfVr sfk^wrR tr?tttr 

% 3 0fon HmT foH> forlR TlfotTR % RRR, fopt fofTV RUT RffoTT^ 
TIR four R 7 " HR URd | I TT SRpTR TTITl HTTpR Hr R5TTR f R TTTnT RIR RHr ‘JTT TRt 

Rtf I 

HSltRH 

( 1 ) HRHR 1 4 HR:? RT HR ( 5 . 97 RTTy) RUTT UTIR R HTRTff RTRThrI % 
faff RSIT wrt I TR% THT if for ft? (dlo/RYff) ^ if HRRR HR RmRlW, HfaT 
if R1TST C HTR iT>R srk RpSHR if HTRRf R-THfaR % RRRt % fU'd fHRT THTR, &, fa% 

TforR ifo-TfsHR tPttth (hrftut) % ttR TfmdR TRR Tmrr $ i 

( 2 ) TTRR 29 URT RT 5TT ( 11 , 7 fRUr) pHRTT RF2T 'UTR % HR HR Rfo- 
jfofH” TIT, u^RtTRmHT), ^RT TcR R TTTffi tf T R4T r lT R 

ffTHH R° 2, RFRR r -RR % rTSTH if | Hk TpTHR if THT HJ | I R? 

RtrBJT flTR % fdTR | t! RtR f^R- 1 9 % R^T Tf Tf t I ^R HR R> HR 
R3f ir TffoTR Rkf TT TRdTH | I 

2. WfoRR Rf TlTHT qk pRRf HT WOT for R pHHHf fopTH HTfsiRTH % 
RBlf HR, form HTR, ?RrsrPRT IFRR, Rf pTHHt— 1 if Rrd wfu if HIRT RRTtRR R 
RUT fodt RT fRfWW fRHT RT HRdT f I 

[R o i{T° 3 ( 245 )/ 08— tjR° fr°.] 
Ro Rfo Tfo 7fRH, «TTT Rfor 1 


MINISTRY OF RAILWAYS 

(Railway Board) 

Neiu Delhi, the 12th November 1970 

S.O. 4025. — In pursuance of clause (c) of section 2 of the Terminal Tax on 
Railway Passengers Act, 1956 (69 of 1956), the Central Government hereby 
declares “Jhusi 1 ' to be a notified place for the purposes of the said Act and directs 
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that the following amendment shall be made in the notification of the Govern- 
ment of India In the Ministry of Railways (.Railway Board) No, F(X)II-87/TX-lft/ 
12-1, dated 18th July 1961, namely: — 

In the Schedule to the said notification, after item 9 and the entry relating 
thereto, the following item and entry shall be added, namely:— 

‘TO. Jhusl.” 

3. This notification shall come into force on the 1 st January, 1971. 

[No. F. (X)I-70/TX-10/1A1 
C. S. PARAMESWARAN, Secy 


( th * n\i) 

fit 12 fifirfi^ 197 0 

fiffo WT° 40 2 5. -TU fiTfa fit fiT fir RfaffifiR 195 6 fift HITT 2 % W9 

(fi) * iTfifire) Jr %fifnr ifttt ufifififiRi w srfaffitrfi % sfitwfi % fwh siftr 

PfiTfi fitfifi | ffit^r | ftp ■fiTEfi RTfifiT % ^r rreet fittf ) 
jtft STfa^fifiT tt'o tnfi (l>w) 1 1-57, €V 19 / 12-1 ffififif 1 8-7-1 961 if fsrPF 

faftafi RTltSIff ftpfiT fiTfifiT, STfiffi : — 

wfa^fifiT fift !tfigyfr if ire & ti p pififtEiR sfaf £ % fire fanr- 
fifi fiffife sfttV ^TTfitfr, : — 

" 10 . Riff" 

2. fiK STfWJfifir 1 STfifitt 1911 it eflfi I I 

[fio ti'fi (fifiR) 70/€V Hfifi-19/l4] 
fito fffio TVfiVfiTfi, fifaTfi I 


MINISTRY OF INFORMATION AND BROADCASTING 

New Delhi, the 25th November 1970 

S.O. 4026. — In pursuance of the resolution of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Information and Broadcasting No. 1/29/58-FP, dated the 5th February, 
1959, as amended from time to time the Central Government has nominated Brig. R- 
Streenivasan, Chairman, Central Board of Film Censors as the Chairman of the 
Film Advisory Board, Bombay with immediate effect nice Shri M. V. Desai. 

[No. 28/3/70-FP.l 

VIRENDRA D. VYAS, Dy. Secy. 


MINISTRY OF FOOD. AGRICULTURE, COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 

AND COOPERATION 

(Department of Cooperation) 

New Delhi, the 2Rth November 1970 

S.O. 4027.— In exercise of the powers conferred by Section SB of the Multi-Unit 
Cooperative Societies Act, 1942 (6 of 1942) and in supersession of the Ministry of 
Tood, Agriculture, Community Development and Cooperation (Department of 
Cooperation) Notification No. 7-4/68-Credlt dated the 27th Noember, 1969, tbt 
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Central Government hereby directs that all the powers or authority exercisable by 
the Central Registrar of Cooperative Societies under the said Act shall also be 
exercisable by Shri S. M. Kurary, Divisional Joint Registrar of Cooperative 
Societies, Bombay Division, Bombay in respect of multi-unit cooperative societiee 
registered in the State of Maharashtra. 

[No. 7-4/68-Coord.] 
S, SATYABHAMA, Dy. Secy. 

Ffar, faqro sfk RNirr* 

(«V5Wf3Trr fVdm ) 

f*v 2 8 d^TfSR, 1970 

irro wio 4027.' — arg rIbi^V 1942(1942 *r 

«) 3 ift trnr 5 w arm srw vrfWf ^ gt* sift taro, fwra 

HgVTfTOT naUTT (B^TlftcTr fTOt) tlfu^-TT ffo 7-4/68-^fe, drfta 27-11- 

1969 *?r nfror qnif gtr tor iTFTO^KT % fV FRT ^rftrf^DT % Wafa 

R^iftdi Etdrefr % %^r arcr *rtft uiftinff trr MTfiFPTT «fV 

tfEe q;qo w Efwfr *pj^t % srn tfr ^ wri 

R^PTft -r-rtTOTcTf aft m\Tv-i TrTO if ftfft if Tfsr^f t % jtrjct if qtfmsq gift i 

[fto 7-4 / 68^fcr] 
rr^To JTOT^TKT, BT I 


MINISTRY OF SHIPPING AND TRANSPORT 
(Transport Wing) 

Merchant Shipping 

New Delhi, the 5th October, 1970 

S.O. 4028. — In pursuance of clause (a) of sub-section (1) of Section 283 of the 
Merchant Shipping, 1958 (44 of 1958), the Central Government hereby declares 
that the Government of the Republic of Zambia have accepted the Safety Conven- 
tion as defined in clause (37) of section 3 of the said Act, that Is to say, the 
Convention for the Safety of Life at Sea signed in London on the seventeenth day 
of June, Nineteen Hundred and Sixty, as amended from time to time. 

[No. F, 4G-MA(l)/70.] 


(gfTJtTR W) 

<HRMir< , 'P 'TldTpWgH ) 

RlfgRft, 5 1970 

FTTo Too 4 028- — KflMlPw MldlfW.H srfftfdRT 1958 ( 1958 FTT 44) UTTT 
283 *pt '3’THTO ( l) ft'lYF (t^) SFT gt* *TWTC t^SlTT fttfftfT 

•Rfff ^ f% o) i i ( 37) ft 

■FTR ¥PTO RTOT qr BW tftftfEET, Fft (ftHlC FH fftqr | I 

[fto TiTo 46-tTTfofr 0 ( 1 ) / 7 O] 
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New Delhi, the 4th December 1970 

S.O. 4029. — In pursuance of rule 6 of the Indian Merchant Shipping (Seamen’s 
Employment Office, Calcutta) Rules, 1954, the Central Government hereby appoints 
Shri Naresh Ch. Bharadwaj as a member of the Seamen’s Employment Board 
(Foreign-going) at the port of Calcutta to represent the seafarers vice Shri Aalt 
Mltra, and makes the following amendment in the notification of the Government of 
India In the Ministry of Shipping and Transport (Transport Wing) S.O. No. 2027 
elated the 28th May, 1970: — 

In the said notification, in Serial No. 13 for the entry ‘Shri Asit Mltra’, the 
entry “Shri Naresh Ch. Bharadwaj” shall be substituted. 

[No. 15-MT(2)/89] 


Tt 4 fTRTsrr, 1970 

VToWTo 40 29. — Stn'TTT TFT (TlfW TOTTR wrta, VBTVTT ) 

fWT 1954 %fwi 5 E tfVjrFT IPTR «fv vflR kff W IT r E 

tsft fit?! ‘To tTTTffTaT VI TTfaVl T SrfdfufH VKT FT ET VBT fi'i Elf in* T1TTD «f $ 

(ifTTITTW) vVitrfsr^’TTTVTo'itrToEo 2027, ftGYTV 28E£, 1 97 0 RfntfifEfed EH 
Wt ^ : — 

TIT UPT'JTTT#' VTffo 1 3 Ufafe “’rfV SffRT filer” V ITH t? Hftlfe 
^rKSTr” fit ^t^tt i 


[io 15-^Ro^Vo (2)/69] 
New Delhi, the 11th December 1970 

S.O. 4030.— In pursuance of clause (a) of sub-section (1) of Section 283 of the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1958 (44 of 1958), the Central Government hereby declares 
that the Governments of the countries mentioned in the Annexure io this notifica- 
tion have accepted the International Convention on Load Lines signed in London 
on the 5th day of April, 1988, as amended from time to time. 

Annexure 

INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION OF LOAD LINES, 1906. 

Name of the Governments. 

1. Australia. 

2. Belgium. 

3. Brazil. 

4. Bulgaria. 

5. Canada. 

0. Congo, Democratic Republic ol 

7. China, Republic of. 

8. Cuba. 

9. Cyprus. 

10. Czechoslovakia. 

11. Denmark. 

12. Finland. 

13. France. 

14. Germany, Federation Republic of, 

15. Ghana. 

16. Greece. 

17. Iceland. 

18. India. 

19. Ireland. 

20. Israel. 

21. Italy. 

22. Japan. 

23. Korea, Republic of. 

24. Kuwait. 

25. Lebanan. 

26. Liberia. 
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27. Malagasy Republic. 

28. Maldives. 

29. Mauritania. 

80, Monaco. 

31. Morocco. 

82. Mexico. 

33. Netherlands, Surinam and Netherlands Antilles. 

34 New Zee' and. 

35. Nigeria. 

36. Norway. 

37. Pakistan. 

38. Philippines. 

39. Peru. 

40. Poland. 

41. Portugal. 

42. Somalia. 

43. South Africa. 

44. Spain. 

45. Sweden, 

40. Southern Yemen. 

47. Switzerland. 

48. Trinidad and Tobago. 

49. Tunisia. 

50. Turkey. 

51. United Arab Republic 

52. United Kingdom. 

63. United States of America. 

64. Viet-Nam. 

55. Yugoslavia. 

60. Zambia. 

57. Panama (Signature) 

58. Union of Soviet Socialist Republic (Signature) 

[No. F.42MA(l)/70.] 
P. L. GUPTA, Under Secy. 


df 11 fTTPTT, 1970 

«PIo 4030 — STRTfUF TfT ErftlfdTpT, 1958 ( 19584T 44) dftSTPT 

283 ^ TTTPU ( l) TT (t) % R 7UTR cnp^m *7? *T>W % 

?T eftT^FTT % tr-T-TT p fed TT fcsfif d 5 SCTT, I96 0 Yt 

’TTTf^br RTT-U7T Vt’f'TFFT, 7PPT 7PPT T5 TdT (Dfftfw 471 r €fT17 *f 7 {"-ITT $ I 

irfa^R-ir, 196 6 


RWif $ ttt 

1 . TT^ff^PTT 

2 . T-TfnR 

3 . *nr>T 

4. TTTrfpTT 

5. PRUU 

6. prft, TiFTTHrlTT WFR 

7. TVf TTn^ 

8 . 4FTTT 

c\ 

9. RlfTT 

10 . ^iftTTftTrfWT 
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11. 

12. ffiT-fo 

13. qjFTT 

1 4. xrefte 

15. TT^T 

16. TftXT 

17. STTSTTT'Z 

18. jfzqt 

19. srrfw 
2'0. ^ITT^'T 

21. 

22. TIT FT 

23. TtfaiTT TffW 

24. 

2 5. 

2 6. Tr^Pcqr 

27. TFTFmft TroTCTHT 

28. Tf'T7>Tq 
29- TRfcffiWT 

30. TtTFfh' 

31. Ttdwt 

32 . irsqrp'l' 

34. -TTftTZ 

35 . qr^ijf^rT 

36. qpf 

37. Tfa+till 

38. fE^TnpTT 

39. 

4 0. <TV#Z 

41. JTqTT 

42 . xfrqrfwT 

43. ETTq STqfrfT 

44. IFFT 
4 5. 

46. TT*GT qiFT 
4 7. 

48. % tV7t? sAt: xftaprV 

49 . grrAm 

50 . iqff 

51. TT'jqxr sitz qnrcirq 
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52. ^rrf fes f%R-rtr 

53. RRfTdT 

54 . ftR-dTR 

55. JjRtesrrfaRr 

56. ^ 1 m r 

5 7 . R'TTR'T (^cTraT) 

5 8. r-INt WJT'Trfr rr (witwx) 


[tf° tFE°-^R n( l)/70] 
RTR WfC Rf-RR I 


(Transport Wing) 

New Delhi , the 16th December 1970 

S.O. 4031. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 44 of the Road Trans- 
port Corporations Act, 1950 (64 of 1950), the Central Government hereby makes 
the following rules further to amend the Tripura Road Transport Corporation 
Rules, 1967, namely: — 

1. (1) These rules may [be called the Tripura Road Transport Corporation 
(Second Amendment) Rules, 1970. 

(2) They shall come into force on the date of their publication in the Official 
Gazette. 

2. For sub- rule (1) of rule 3, the following shall be substituted: — 

“The Corporation shall consist of six members including the Chairman out 
of which four shall be nominated by the Administrator as his 
representatives and two will be nominated by the Central Govern- 
ment in the Ministry of Railways as their representatives.” 

[No. 43-TAG(l)/70.] 
K. C. JOSHI, Dy. Secy. 


«wr) 

fcvvfV, 16 1970 

«PT° Wf° 4031. — RRRT TfChh faffiR RfafahR, 1950 ( 1950'PT 64) Vt RTCT 

44 airr hrh Rfapfr tr §r %rS\r toh fagrr r?v TfGrjpr fwr 

fdtR 1 967 tf WFi' RRttRR % fdR fd^dfdfsid fdRR RRRft | *14^ : — 

1 . (l) ^ fdRN RSd? TfTd^T fdRR (feffa R’ntRR) 197 0 

RT Rdffi I 

( 2) 3 TRRd $ SdWd dft dTffa *Ft I 

2 . fdRR 3 % yqfdilJT ( 1 ) % RRFT 9 T fd^dfafad PfffiT RRldT:- 

"fadR ^ Rfcdfad Rd*R jfffi fsrair rh! stotw 

STTT dd% Stfdft'fodf % dd R dTR fddfRd foR dlRd 
%rOr rt rk % Rr rrtrr arcr rr% afdfdftr % rt R dTR 
Jd?fRd ftra rtRR 1” 


[R 43-^Yo t^o 1ft (l)/70] 
%0 RR Rfad I 
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MINISTRY OF TOURISM AND CIVIL AVIATION 


New Delhi, th e 5th December 1970 

S.O, 4032, — Whereas on the 5th December, 1970, a Dakota aircraft VT-CZC 
belonging to Jamalr Company while engaged in a non-scheduled passenger flight, 
crashed beyond INA Colony, soon after taking o(T from Safdarjung aerodrome 
resulting in the death of three members of the crew and one passenger and injuries 
to others and extensive damage to the aircraft; 

And whereas, It appears necessary to the Central Government that it Is ex- 
pedient to hold an inquiry into the said accident by a Committee of Inquiry; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by rule 74 of the Aircraft 
Rules, 1937, the Central Government hereby appoints a Committee of Inquiry com- 
posed of the following persons to hold an Inquiry into the said accident, namely: — • 

(1) Shrl R. N. Kathju, Retired Director General of Civil Aviation— Chair- 

man. 

(2) Capt. D. K, Malaviya, Civil Aviation Department — Member. 

(3) Shrl M. C. Khuller, Indian Airlines — Member. 


[No. V. 7-A/61-70.J 


9. N. KAIfLi, Dy. Secy. 


JTffaysft, 6 fTTFirr, 1970 

VT° Wl° 4032. — aPTffa S^lET tfU 

^IR VT 5 fWd7, 1 97 0 ^'l FTE’mT foil' tf.3 - ? 7^*1 

% ^15 Vlfo^tTctTo V'ftTS tdRVjjt *FTT fETRI tf'SvT 

E*TT tntll tfft Fch sC W'®T vl ‘d'E vKsfi 7 feVln wftr 

15 ^; 

VTT «RfrfT R77FTT Yd F ^cf ^ERT "fft FT 5ilT cfhfb ff iM vH fa W 
arm wrYWY srtffa ftfai ft ; 

5nr,f^nHfdtTR, 1937,%ffTZlF 74 jm W S'fwf' 

$JiT, 5 TEHT 3f| vri^ % fv.TT tt^IRT ^ ^ fa Ffafa fnt 1 1 3 ' tfY 

ft fiRTJ? fEFflfwfefl trfitrf" C jjfa - 

( 1 ) T> 7R» 1H° YT7Y, ?FTI fd^rT RFR fTETR % WW 

( 2 ) pfeT fto RTHfafTT RTTT fdRTdT fdVDI 

( 3 ) 'TY-rq-oTto $fWI tTYTHTSHT HWT 

[ifo TT° 7— U[/ 5 1— 70] 
ET«T nFT Rfof I 




Sec. 3(H)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: DECEMBER 26, 1 970 /PA USA J, 1892 5727 


MINISTRY OF FOREIGN TRADE 

New Delhi, the 27th November , 1970 

S.O. 4033, — In pursuance of rule 8 of the Export of Inorganic Pigments (Inspection) Rules, 
1966, and in supersession of the notificat on of the Government of fnd a. in the late Ministry 
of Commerce No. S.O. mo, dated the 25th March, 1967. the Central Government hereby ap- 
points the persons mentioned in the column (2) of the Table g'ven below as the panel of experts 
for the purpose of hear ng appeals under the said rules against the decision of the Inspection 
Ag;nc es carryhg out inspection jn the areas mentioned in the corresponding entry in column (1) 
thereof : 

PrOv did that where a member of any of the sa d panel is personally interested in the subject 
matter of any appeal, he shall not take part in the proceedings relating to that appeal. 

The Table 


Author ty against whose decsion appeal Pes Persons constant ng the panel of experts to 

which appeal hes 

J" " (1) ------ (2) 

Inspection Agenc cs carrying out ins- 1, Shr J, P. Naraiat, 

pection in the areas covered bythe Associated P gmchts Ltd., 
states of Assam, Bihar, Orissa, west 14, Nctaji Subhas Road, 

Bengal, Nagaland and the Union ter- Calcntta-t. Chairman 

ritOnes Of Manipur, Tripura & Part 2. Shri A. R. Kajerm, 

B Tribal areas in the state of Assam Pigments & Chemical Industries Pvt. Ltd., 
and the Andaman & Nicobar Islands. 32, Armenian Street, 

Calcutta- 1. 

3. Dr. P. K. Bhandari, 

Asstt. Works Manager, 

Shal mar Paints Ltd.. 

H.O. Botanic Garden, 

IIowrah-3. 

4. Deputy Director (Chemicals), 

National Test House, 

n/r, Judges Court Road, 

Alipore, Calcutta-27. 

J. Prof, N. K. Bose, 

Professor of Chemical Engineering, 

Univers ty of Calcutta, 

Calcutta-o. 

6. Deputy Director (Chemicals), 

Ex-officio 

ExpOrtluspection Council, 

14/ iB, Ezra Street (7th floor), 

Calcutta- 1 . Convener 

II. Inspection Agenc cs carrying out inspec- I. Shri P. C. N. Mazumdar, 

tion in the areas covered by the states Kamao Metallic Oxides Pvt. Ltd., 
of Miharajhtra, Gujarat, and the New Kamau Chambers, 

Union territories of Dadra, Nagar NicOl Road, Ballard Estate, 

Haveli and Goa, Daman & Diu. Bombay- 1. Chairman 

2. Assistant Director (Chemicals), 

National Test House, 

Zakar a BDR Road, 

Bombay- 15. 

3. Prof. S. P. Potnis, 

Deptt, of Chemical Technology, 

Univers ty of Bombay, 

Matui ga. Bombav-19. 

4. Shri B. V. Dalai, 

Mercury Pa nts & Varnishes Ltd., 

Agar Bazar, Off V. S. Marg, 

Bombay-28. 

5. Joint D.rector, 

Ex-officio, 

Export Inspection Counc 1 , 

Regional Office, 

11/21. Mathew Road 
Bombay-4. Convener 
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(i) 


CO 


III. Inspection Agencies carrying out ingpec- I. Dr.V.Ramakrishna, 

tion in the areas covered by the states Head of the Deptt. of Chemistry, 

of Uttar Pradesh, M.P., Rajasthan, Ind-an institute of Technology, 

Punjab, Haryana and Jammu & Delhi. Chairman 

Kashmir and the Union territories Of 2. Dr. M- S. Muthana, 

Delhi, Chandigarh & Himachal Pra- Deputy Director, 

desh. Indian institute of Technology, 

P.O. I.I.T., 

Kanpur. 

3. Dr. I. S. Gupta, 

Professor of Chemical Technology, 
Punjab University, 

Chandigarh-14. 

4. Dr. R. K. Sud, 

Nagrath Paints Pvt. Ltd., 

46, Fazalgunj, 

Kanpur. 

5. Shri R. R- Purohit, 

Jt. Director of Industries (Chemicals), 
Government of Rajasthan, 

Jaipur. 

6. The Oil Technologist to the 
Government of Utiar Pradesh, 

Ex-officio H. B. Technological Institute, 
Nawabgunj, Kanpur. 

7. Deputy Director, 

Ex-omcio Export I lapection Council, 
6B/9, Northern Exti . Arcp, 

Rajinder Nagar, 

New Delhi-J. Convener 


IV. Inspection Agencies carrying out ins- 
pection in the Btates of Tamil 
Nadu, Mysore, Andhra Pradesh, 
Kerala and Pondi chery. 


X. Prof. P. B. Janardhan, 

A. C. College Carr pus, 

Madras University, 

Madras — 25. Chairman 

2. Shri T. K. S. Ma r i, 

Deputy General Manager, 

Addisons Paints & Chemicals Ltd., 
Post Box No. 851, 

Sembiam, Madras- 11. 

3. Shri B. Rama Murti, 

Chief Projects Manager, 

Travancore Titanium Products Ltd., 
Post Box No. 1, 

Tri vat drum-7 (Kerala). 

4. Shri N. T. Iyengar, 

Techn cal Adviser, 

Ultramarine & Pigments Ltd., 
Ambattur, Madras-53- 

5. Shri J. Bolasubramanian, 

Deputy Director (Chem.), 

Small industries Serv'ce Institute, 
65/1, G. S. Road, 

Madras-32. 

6. Deputy Director, — Ex-offlcio 
Export Inspection Agency, Madras, 
‘Sire Mansion’, 

123, Mount Road, 

Madras-6. Co?meneT 


2. The quorum of the panel shall be three. 

[No. 6o(i3o)/Exp. Insp./65.] 

M. K. B. BHATNAGAR, 
Dy. Director (Export Promotion). 
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faisr rstirr 

Rf feoff, 2 7 RRT3PC, 1970 

R7To?Tlo 4 0 3 3 , — STRTTsHrR' PfRld ( Pi 0$t u l ) PlTE, 1966 % (dER 8 

irete Jr sfh: wTT^r irw: % eiPm wr e°;rtt;> ?ito mo, 

Elffa, 25 ETR, 1967 Vt STftPFfa ^ fR ^sfq- *n7TTT rRRgHr Et% ^ Ef RTCoft 3? 
TREE ( 2 ) B* dl^id o^PtdHl RTt IdOdiff % 4dd % EE R 1 , ■dR^i td^-E ( 1 ) R?T EEPRT'ft Rfafe 
r 1 Effer fifar e fJrftgpiT Trf^ryTrn - % fa Pr^^ few 3^ fere 

% mfR spffar i?r Rpmf 3 r sfefaE % faq, fepr ETft 1 1 

ttrj Epr ere kwf Jr Jr fatfr *t rtht fak srffa # Pm ebj r 

w Jr few § fa Eg; ee snrfa Jr farffar +'i4Rrfefa if eft b$ $ptt i 

HTTWt 

srrlw'v^i faB% kPHNE % k <3* w'flor kRProff tt fere farpfa erH rJT RirpTr 
fa RTR I fere Rfid Rifa ETT refer I 

(0__ (2) 

I. WTE, fafPC, R^kT, mPh 4) faire, RTRT- 1. fa fao RkETR, 
fai Tr*fa far r%t, fejTT far srrre ufafwfer fefere fao, 
-TTWRm^RRRRfk^RRk R^RrR, 14 fenfa gWT -dr, 

fafasrn: far r^ far rere far Jr wr rr+hi- i i ?m«t 

ET r faff R faffaE feEKE RTR Efa 2. >sft ?nTo rOReT, 

fafalE EfaETE I fRRJldR far RpR+R WRfe, RTo fao, 

32, Vlfafa'd ^k, 

WRT-1 I 

3. 3To fao feo Hu«i(T, 

BgTBE> fafa WW, 
wihtrk krr foo, 

TTRoko farrfep refer, 

$IOT-3 | 

4. RRpkW (WET), 
d ifRH REE, 

17/l, ^TJfa fai ‘■Os, 

RTofr^T, RHWT-2 7 I 

5. fa® TTRo %o fad, 

Htfau, <IRIR|RRi *fafel0, 
wrar ki^fRRMR, 
wwr-9 1 
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( 1 ) 


(2) 


e. fairer (wm), 

0*0. 

qfm, 

1 4/’ i *fr, (re Trf^Dfr), 

<M + rTI-l «VW°t> 


irref sfk Tiro, trt i. «fr qto ?fr<> q^o 

wk nfaT, OTT E’er 7 THT WlfeiffH STTo f?To, 

if <cn^ *n% wff # frdsrw pMKH ^ ^PEFTt 
*n% Pr&spji srfwrer i farw fre, srari' thhe, 

gre^-i i ww 

2 . E^FTT fa^l+ (TWFT); 
die 

5PT.flITT ; 3fr *t (ITT TlT, 

JJR|f~15 I 

3- Jffo quo cfVo cftef^, 

Turn smitfrii famr, 

ijref fareftronre, 

ET^TT, *rwr£-19 I 

4. «ft €fo jfto <r?nw, 

qre ^Tf4D|31 fao, 

*FR STF3TTT, WW o qE o TT^, 

^TW^-2 8 1 

5. irjitf Pr^rpir q^r ft-q-fa frifare 

qfcre, sntfw spnrfwTT, 

1 1/2 1, ff¥, ^1^-4 I Iiqfapp 


m TrlT JI^fT, Etq TTjF^TFT, TTR, 

^fGTNIT ?fh: sfft: "PT^flT Tire 

'hVc ftp^fr, ^«lqs sitr fq-H 1 -q ^ jt^t ?re 
TT7q (fUJf T Sjt^ qi% tticf'i if fr^TST 11 ! 

PrwriPPT 31% Hlfvitf, <U| I 

2. 3T° qr 0 quo TWIT, 

srrr 3< R )?fM, 

tffl'Wl, Wf oWfo£fo, «FFi|^< | 


l. tto #fo TTEf^r, 
fWFT wzm, IETTT 

WE £T r t)'.i)'4}, 

f^TPvft I WW 
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3. ¥T° SITfo yn, 

'tsitt fqrqfairm, 

^■*1*1?— 1 4 

4. TT° VKo %o CJT, 

'TITTT TJCT RTo ffo, 

46, HvJl'.-l'i'Ji, 

I 

5. ft STTTo SITCo 'lOr^d, 

cejw ^ — Erafrr (ram) 

<I'>TWB crcqnr, swjt I 

6 . : 3TTT ST^tl tt 77PTT VT ClTT f^ETr-f^?rT*ft — 
T^T, 0 ft« 

sflctfr^ f?*rPT, TTIWT, 

I 

7. ftw, q^r : 
fsrqfcT f^pr qfpr? 

6 aft/©, bt&t qfarr, 


Bt f^fr-5 




IV %r, stfh sftar, %th sfft: 1 . fto fro ft° ^tthh 

qrf*>5%fr Tpq i cr 0 fro qqfgr %tto, 


jtsth-25 ? 

2 . ZTo ^0 t^CTo R*ft, 

'3T>T^75RTjqj', 

c^y %f*R>Hr ffo 
fto f o 851, 

rtfiwr, mm~ 1 1 

3. ft ft° TTR 5J%, 
yjwi qfrfW'Tr qfsiqi', 

£TPTFtT fclfWT jfty'RU ffo, 

fTo 3TW fo l ( 

f?!WT-7 (%TH) I 
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( 1 ) 


( 2 ) 


4. TWT, 
fPPTWt TTTfTTR, 

pETip^T fao I 

5. sft aro 

(ttttt), 

TTftT t}«ti TWIT, 

6 5 /l, apo itto jfto p|T, 

TffTT-32 

8. TT'PPfTT — T^T, 
pETpf Prftwr 'CTfTTTOT 

TSTT, 'TER TTt’ 

12 3, TE3TT TtT, 

TSTT— 6 TtRPP 


2- ^TTf TT^ffr ffpfr I 


[t° 6 0 ( 130) rpRr® FT °/6 5] 

n ,To ^3 Tio TRIER, 

(f-TfT sftRfr) 


New Delhi, the 7th December 1970 

8.0. 4034. — In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 7 of the Export 
(Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1903 (22 of 1903) and consequent to the 
change of address of M/s. Pest Killer Corporation, recognised as the agency for 
fumigation of de oiled rice bran prior to its export, the Central Government hereby 
makes the following amendment to the notification of the Government of Ird:a 
in. the late Ministry of Commerce No. S.O. 3608, dated the 16th November, 1965, 
namely: — 

In the said notification, for serial No. 7 and the entries relating thereto, the 
following shall be substituted, namely: — 

“7. Messrs. Pest Killer Corporation, 6, Ganesh Chandra Avenue, Calcutta-13 ” 

[No. 60(3)/Exp.Insp./67.7 

K, C. SEKHARAN, 
Deputy Director (Export Promotion). 

ft'5fr, 7 fcTHC, 197 0 

«gfo WTo 40 3 4 . — PptPt ( 7J°T fdU<rt u l 'mI < PrPrSET ) TfirPETT ,1963 (l963 

5R 22 ) sEfsnrr 7 set ttt ?tPm4T tt ttPt =te% gq; tt# for Iter qnrftsrcr 

1(7^ lit TT% Pr#T^r ^^TT % fPpr >MpR,<u| 5f TETTT JETT, % 

TT % TfRTTTW^T TEFR t[TT3RT TRT TR!R % TTpTW TREET 




Sec- 3 (ii ) ] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: DECEMBER 26, 1970/PAUSA 5, 1892 5733 . 


aft Ro *3oRTo 3608 Rltfal 16 Rt*RT, 1965 # faRfafftfR tftffmR 

l 

RW ft, *6R Ro 7 ftfa RR% RftfftR yfafWt % E3TR IT rdHfaRfd 

srfdFnfRi fw ^ttttu sfafa : — 

" 7 . RETT foTT "PlftfaUR, 

6 , to 

*H+dl-13-'” 

[fto 60 ( 3) /fft°fa°/67-] 
%0 ftfa irhrUT, 
RR-fVu?r*f (fartT rrrr) 

(Office of the Dy. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports, Calcutta) 

ORDER 

Calcutta , the 12th June 1970 

Sub. — Order Cancelling the Exchange Control purposes copy of Licence No. 

P/E/0168169/C/XX/31/C/29-30 dated 29 th May, 1969 in connection with 

the issue of aduplicate copy of the same for Rs. 1000. 

S.O- 4035. — M/s. Shaw Wallace & Co. Ltd., 4, Bankshall Street, Calcutta-1 
were granted an import licence No. P/E/0108169/C/XX/31/C/29-S0 dated 29th 
May, 1969 tor Rs. 1000, 

They have now applied for a duplicate of Exchange control purposes copy of 
the said licence on the ground that the original exchange control purposes copy 
of the above licence has been lost fully unutilised. 

In Support of the same the applicant has filed an affidavit to the effect that 
the original exchange control purposes copy of the above mentioned licence has 
been lost. I am satisfied that original exchange control purposes copy of the 
licence has been lost and I have directed that a duplicate copy of the said licence 
in question should be issued to the applicant. The original exchange control 
purposes copy of the above licence is cancelled. 

[No. 8/EI-II.] 
M. S. PURI, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports, 
for Jt. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

( RR*R R?R fair**?, WTRtH-faRfd *3 *33? OT, HWW) 
wrist 

12 1070 

foraiTJ RT^ftRR'oRfto lfo /0168169/ft^/<r*R/3l/ftt/29-30, fftRFP 29-5-69 

1,000 To iJJT far TIT TTR-RffT Tf fW WIRT wfa RtfV Wdfvrfft Ufa 

TTft fair 13 % % 537 3 Wlftu 1 

*3^*TT° 4 0 35,-Wsft 73^3^*733)- fafo, 4, **77^1 *W3T 1 TV 

1,000^ W33R RT^RR HW /0 1 68 1 69/lfV/^R/3 l/*ft/29-30, 

faRFf? 29-5-69 fw RRT RT I 

RT “TT RT^RR To JJTT foRTR TTR Stfa VRfafl Tift Rift % fair Wlft- 
RR fan ^3% farr Thjfa WfTTT f*RT | fa RR? Rs3 faftRU *33RfafaRT 

fair gfr r$ $ 1 
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E-ff % R*t4e W fir Hr? EE iff JJH H3T fNHEH nfcl qft Pf g, E rEH-HH 

3TCT f%HI t I H ?E TIA H JRjeg ¥ fp RH E5T fHHHH TiH Ufa ET Hf t EH fE^NT ^ET g 
far i itit Ti'i'TT iff ee/hFe ethee ip> Hifr n’t srrqr ( gtpfafr ht?hh iff eh *jst Fheew 
sfTPT-irfT T? Tfr Hlcft t I 

[hw 8 /f<> wrfo-2.] 

rnro iTq-o jfr, 

HE-REE faEvnp, E7W-fHE?H, 
Eft-E HERE ^ fHE5Rr, WEIE-fEEtH, I 


(Office of the Jt. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports, Bombay) 

ORDER 

Bombay, the 26th June 1970 

S.O. 4036.— Import Licences Nos. ( 1 ) P/EP/8014066/C/XX/23 & 24/S/B/23 & 
24/80/1228 dated 5th September, 1906 o£ the value of Rs. 17,283 and (2) P/EP/ 
801 5372 /C /XX/ 23 & 24/S/B/23 & 24/80/1681 dated 1st December, 1900 tor the 
value of Rs. 24,928 for the import of S.S. Sheets were issued to M/s. Standard 
Industrial Works, 95, Tamba Kanta, Bombay-3 subject to the condition that all 
the material Imported under the licences should be used in the licensee’s own 
factory or factories and shall not be sold or otherwise transferred to any other 
party. 

2. Thereafter, a Show Cause Notice No. SB/CON/65-3 dated 4th April 1970 was 
issued asking them to show cause within 15 days as to why the said licences in 
their favour should not be cancelled In terms of Clause 0 , sub-clauses (a) & (cc) 
on the grounds that the said licences have been obtained by fraud and misrepre- 
sentation and that the same will not serve the purpose for which they had been 
granted. 

3 . The said Show Cause Notice has been returned by the Postal Authorities 
undelivered with the remark "Not found". 

4. Having regard to what has been stated in the preceding paragraph, the 
undersigned is satisfied that the licences In question should be cancelled or other- 
wise rendered in effective- Therefore, the undersigned in exercise of the powers 
vested in him under Clause 9 sub-clauses (a) (cc) of the Imports (Control) Order, 
1955 hereby cancels the licences Nos. ( 1 ) P/EP/80140G9/C/XX/23 & 24/S/B/23 & 
24/80/1228 dated 5th September, I960, for Rs. 17.283 and (2) P/EP/8015372/C/ 
XX/23 & 24/S/B/23 & 24/80/1681 dated 1st December, I960 for Rs. 24.928 issued 
in favour of M/s. Standard Industrial Works, 95 Tamba Kanta, Bombay-3. 

[No. SB /CON / 6 5-3.] 

S. D. MARATHE, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports, 
for Joint Chief Controller of Imports and Exports. 

(tfijaEf Ti-.tr fatrEir, shete-FeeiR *pt vte'ste, trarf ) 

OTI 5 T 

snsjf, 26 EjH 1970 

silo 4 0 3 6 -HE 1£ ft IpEHftHH EIR 95 , crlMI 4JHT, 

T^HolfteH^ETETEsfrfHE l 7 , 2 8 3 ETT ^ fHit ( 1 )WIETH HEWER GEto/t 0 ^/ 80 1 4069 
rfl/qiR^T/23 NET 24 / rrwf / sfl/ 23 NET 24/80 / 1228 faEFF 6-9-66 NET ( 2 ) 
24928ETERcE%fa<T$°'ft°/8015372 Ei/eeriiee 23 NET 24^^1/23^1 24/ 
80/l6SlfNEtE 1-12-66 W Elf % fan afa sf fa HT?RR % EHTEH 

JR-Sf J^FT E E 1 F ElE W EEfa faHT ETEI ElfgtT sit X Eg NET Eft ETEEI EEE T 
XRq-EI EE E flEff SHE El^f Ell g’-binfvTT Eg! faHl ETEET I 
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2 . it 3 - ff ft r r c r ff af 1 *n- t < t~ ; f; f e, - - . - 70 

*13 fi; «rrflr *rf *fi’ fa 1 s fax r vr.cA fi-it acu fa « -• j f«r s r nr ■ (trj 
cT*rr (*ft *ft)% !T^> titI: ftitt b fat cf t ■ f r ^ ^ f? i or rt 

^Tf^srVr^^wsr-’ q? -fapatfapur % sf r r fat; a- i *fHt 

# T R Tt FT Sfft ^fcT faRT $ faffi q fab trt ^ 1 

3. gw «PTTOT ^raTEff jfrfa^f^FTT 2T1F fff SI* srfa«nf' *f 5 ■ > 9R.'Ti,.e^r 

% rt«t mr?T fan *Fn 1 1 

■1 A 1 m TTTT * 5ft HFTFIT IRTT | B% EJTTff $ ?®Ft §tt iRa^fm^ W TT 
| far sfafwFT histr ^ farin’ arm *wai % xjswifas fa ai sori 

fan* srrfaTFiTsrO* srrcTd (f-Ffamr) sfasr lsssfarri*? 7-12-1955 tfV trrn » *ifr 

BrETTM (it) tPTT^ (ft) % ipFFPfFT 5 RtT SlfaFWT TT JFTFT *F?% fltfafr * J?gi 

tpitf, 95TTT^rTTCr^rf-3%^ri]-^'3rnfrfaTr jit* vTT?t*rR° ( 1 ) 'fr^o <fV/<?o 1 40 ^ 9 / 

^/tTWtTW/23 (FIT 24/q^r/sft/23cWT 24/80/ 1 228 ferffa 5-9-66TJFT I 7,283^ 
?m (2) if V/f Tft/801 5372/^fV Hwnw/23/fWT 23/trrff/^/24 ?Wr 24/ 80/l 681 
fiFTfa 1-1 2-66 24,928^ Trtq^nT 7^ ^TcTT $ I 

[tT©TT PR 3f r/*FTrT/ 65— 3. J 

t^To ^ro JR^, 

tt-ijw fffaa'ip, TtpnFr-fwfa 
ffa w f'W'T'T. wiRitr-fastfcr 


(Office of the Jt. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports, New Delhi) 
(Central Licensing Area) 

ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 18 th August 1970 

S.O. 4037. — M/s. SInghal Engineering Industries, Mahr&uli Road, Gurgaon were 
granted Import Licence No. P/SS/ 160973 1/C/XX/ 25/ CD/25/26 dated 6th February 
1968 lor Rs. 16,182 (Rs. Sixteen thousand, one hundred and fifty two only) for 
Import of (1) Silicon Metal, (2) Ball Bearing 1 Inch I 11 bore (internal & below 
other than those specified In Appendix 14(1) (a), 14(i)(b) and 14(1) (c) and (3) 
Magnesium during A.M. 08 period against I.D.A. Chedit. They have applied for 
issue of duplicate copy of Customs Purposes Copy thereof on the ground that it 
has been lost/misplaced after having been registered wit a the CoLcctur of Cus- 
toms, Bombay mid utiised to the extent of Rs. 1,991. 

2. The applicant have filed an affidavit in support of their contention as re- 
quired under pain 313(2) ot l.T.C. Hand Book of Rules mul Procedure, 1970. f am 
satisfied that the original Custom Purposes Copy has been lost/ misplaced. 

3. In exercise of the powers con fen cj on me under Section 9(CC) Import 
(Control) Order, 1955, dated 7th December, 1965, I order the cancellation of 
Custom Purposes Copy ol Import Licence No. P/S/ 1609731 dated 8th February, 
1968. 

4 The applicant is now being issued a duplicate ropy of the Customs Purposes 
Copy of this licence in accordance with the provision o£ para 302(4) of ITC liana 
Book of Rules & Procedure, 1970. 

[No. 8/ PRIORITY/ HAR/ AM-68/ AU-H-H./CLA/932.] 
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(«3W rr fa«fav, VNmr-fiwfa tt <pro'?f»T, r$ fawft) 

wrra^ff 

fteHT, 28 TRTR, 1970 

q&olfto 40 37-TTRt fa^T $fafaqfR WTfafl gfa, JJSRfa JJft tfjf H-RTR 

1 9 6 8 tfV SWfff % tYtH wrf ° ^ O RJR % 5RPHT 16,152 (^fa^ ^tr qrip fi'Y 

Tmrt'iTT?) "PI ( l)fflfH«M' T 2 vT (2) RR if R'T RTH Rfaft HT*T R («ft ^Rfir 14 (l) 
(R)> 14(l) (ft) RRT 14(l) (tff) R faffaSTfTf tt 5RT RRlffal RRT Rtfa | fiRT ( 3 ) 
RRTtfsRR % RTTTd %fa^ TIRR HTWR Ro ft /RT T RR/ \ 6097 3 1 RW/25/ 
ift ^t 25/26 faRfa 6-2-68 fatfM faRT RRT RT I T^ffa RRR Hr$?R «fa tffaf -tJHf; 
fiRif RTSRSfr fff fft WJjMf % fafR RRR fw |, $R % f%R RT^fa W. STIRR ftRT | fa 
tftjTT-7];R7-HRrR?, 5PRf ^ T^ff fR fn ^ % RR RH 5T%lft Trf I / RR1T TRR TT 7,H i^t 
’5J f VT RRTR 1,991 Rfa RR Rr RR>R TT fcRr RR £ I 

2. WHTf RTTR faifaR faRR TRT TfiRfafa ^Of^fT 1970 sft ft fef l 313(2) 
<ftt Rfat % r-jrp: RfaT*p ^ R<fa rfa % wi r r^t im-w Rtrr fw 1 1 r $r snrr 
Rgfa $ far ijh ?ftJTr-5TRr nfTpr ffssRft f fa «rt ft | / Tran wr tt trt tt ft ^ i 

3. RTTTT (faffaR) Rlfaw 1955farfa 7-J 2-65T?V£rKT 9 (fft fft) % WRPfa 

SR^>ni^1r^fffafr^R , irTTRHr?ffETo'ft/'t;JT/i609731 farfar 6-2-G8*fa*frRT 

IHRTft ffa frrfa TR wfaw ^rr g i 

4. RT ITT afTTK faff R faff cTR frfa fa far ■££ 1 97 0 tt ft Rf RTPUt 

% TTff R srrfTTT fft RTT Rr*#'R tt ttfT-ffTRr frfa-fWTft ffa *fa W^Ml Rift TR RT 

T^t t I 


[wr 8/fRfa-RTr/rTf: 7. RPc/R RR-GS/R^-RR; irf/^ft. tr ; /932] 
Neva Delhi, the 16 th October, 1970 

S O. 4038.- — M/s, Bharat Mechanical Works (Regd.), G. T. Road, Batala were 
granted the following import licences for the period April — March, 1970: — 

(i) P/S/ 16188 17 /R/GN/ 34 /D/ 29-30 dated they 30th March, 1970 for 

Rs. 10,000/- (Ten thousand only) for import of Ball Bearings etc. under 
West German Credit, 

(il) F/S/1018819/R/GN/34/D/29-3O dated th e 30th March, 1970 for 

Rs. 10,000/- (Ten thousamd only) for import of Ball Bearings etc. under 
West German Credit. 

(ili) P/S/1617284/R/IA/34/D/29-30 dated the 27th February, 1970 for 
Rs. 16,500/- (Sixteen thousand and Five hundred only) for import of 
Ball Bearings etc. under I. D. A, Credit. 

They have applied for issue of duplicate copies of both Customs Purposes and 
Exchange Control Purposes copies of the above three licences on the ground that 
the original ones have been disfigured and have become illegible without having 
been registered with arny customs authority. However, the Exchange 'Control 
Purposes copies thereof have been utilised by way of opening of Letters of Credit 
for the full value of the licences with Allahabad Bank Limited, Batala. 

The applicants have filed affidavits in support of their contention as required 
under para 313(2) of the I, T. C. Hand Book of Rules and Procedure 1970. I am 
satisfied that both copies of the said three licences have bWh disfigured and have 
'become illegible. 
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In exercise of the powers conferred on me under Section 9(cc) of Import 
(Control) Order 1955, dated the 7th December, 1955 as amended up-to-date. I 
order the cancellation of the original customs purposes and Exchange purposes 
copies of the above said three licences. 

The applicants are now being Issued duplicate copies for customs purposes and 
Exchange Control purposes the copies of the above mentioned three licences in 
accordance with the provision of para 313(4) of I. T. C. Hand Book of Rules and 
Procedure, 1970. 

[No. P/B-17/AM-70/AU-Pb./CLA.] 
R$fTO?ft, 16 19 70 

i{ 4 Totft° 3038. — 4 rfoft vri <d tnfc FdTH to# (Tf#°) TOoTO°TOr, TOmiTOwror- 
*Tpf 1970 TOftT % fair farofTOTOT TOTTTOTT^fE ITSTT fTOj TOT 5t : — 

(1) qfirtpft toIt TOto % TOpfa tot stTOro %smniT%fTOT 10000 /-^TO 
(tot gror s<TO tost) tot tottto toi#tt 'ft/TrR/i6i88i7/wiT/<sft 
trT/3 4/TO/29-3 0 fTOtTO 30-3-70 1 

( 2 ) ifwift #r TO tt % toto TO rfiTO sfrofc % toth % fTO[ 10,000 

TOPt (TOE gTOT toTO EEt) TOT TOTTcT (To <ft/t(TT/ 1 6 1 88 1 9 / 

t(R/3 ft tjr/34/<ft/29-30 fTOtTO 30-3-70 I 

(3) WTf °TOotro ififc: % TOT% EEfTO % VI4TT1 % fair 16,600 1~VA 

( TTfafg 8TOT TIT #V 3TO TOTS' ) TOT TOTO TO?#TO TO ° 1617284/ 

WT/tot* it/ 34/^/29—30 fTOTTO 27—2—70 I 

TO ?ftTO TOrS#TOT 4ft tftTOT-TOeTO TOT# TOSft TOT TOT fqfdTOTO fdWTO, TITOt 

srfrot 4 ft sTTOfrofa to ftpr tottst fw £, w to ftrt? to?t ottot fan | ft; to srfrot f4 tft 
tftror-TOSTO snfsmft *r T#t?TO Hgf tottS to$ | fatTO ^ toftt gt *if f I 
StfTOTO TOT TOT^TOTt Tft iJJT-fTOpTTOTO fTOTOT TOfETOT % iptf TO STOtTO '[■M'hRIT TOTO fa°, 
TOTTOT # TOT5FI#t % TO^t % TOTO TO f#TOT TOT | I 

TOT^ TO? % TOTO^TO o' TOT^TOTO TO TOTTTT TOTTTT fdTOT'JT fTOTOTO TOT TO^MV *[TO 
1970 4ft TOfsTOT 313(2) % TTTOtT TOT TO<* % WTOTOTT WT-TO TOTT ftpr f | TO ¥t 
TOT^T g f% TOTOT TtTOT TOT?#TO 4>t TtTOT STfrTTOf fTOfTO TOk TOTTTO gt TO$ $ I 

TOPTTTO (fTOTOT) TITBIT 1955, fTTOtTO 7-1 2-1955 4ft STITT 9 (tfttft) % TOTOPfa 

tfwtfsrr urfwfr to sttoIto to to ttot #tTOt Trw?ff 4ft tot ^to-ttct tw TOroft tot tot 

MtTO fTOTOTOT 5TfTOt TO TOT TO fT^TT TOT g I 

TOT4TTO TOTTTT fTOTOT fTTOT TOT 4T4fTftr *[T, 1 970 4ft ^PPT 313(4) $ 
TET'fT ^t Tt ^TOWTlsff % TTTTTP’ TOTTO TO TTO TOTO Tl^'^T TO tr4MT TftET-VJ'vT TOT 
ETJEsfr TOT iJfT frPTOT fTTOT JTfTOf TO TOft TOd % TOE% TO TO fTOTT fTOTT TO TOT I 


[iTTOT fT°TOo-17/T[o^o-70/ti7J-'fto TOo/TO 10 T[^o tro] 
New Delhi, the 3rd December 1970 

S.O. 4039 . — M/s- Supreme Radios and Service Compamy, 4848, Ansari Road, 
24, Darya Ganj, Delhi were granted an import licence No. P/S/1611759 dated the 
5th July, 1968 for the Import of components for Amplifiers as per para 7 of 
Annexure to P, N. 68/67 dated the 16th November, 1967 wadding on General 
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Area for Rs, 26,000/- (Twenty six thousand only). They have applied for the 
Issue of duplicate Customs purpose copy of the licence on the ground that Customs 
purposes copy of the licence has been misplaced after having been registered with 
New Delhi Custom House and partly utilised for Rs. 5,654/- only, 

2. The applicant have filed an affidavit on stamped paper In support of their 
contention as required under para 299(2) read with Appendix & of the I. T. C. 
Hand Book of Rules and Procedure 1970. I am satisfied that the original customs 
purpose copy of the licence has been misplaced. 

3. In exercise of the powers conferred on me under clause 9(cc) Imports 
(Control) Order, 1955 dated the 7th December, 1955 as amended up-to-daie, I 
order cancellation of Customs Purpose copy of licence No. P/S/1611759/C.XX.27. 
30/D.25.26 dated the 5th July, 1968. 

4- The applicants case will now be considered for issue of a duplicate Customs 
Copy of the said licence in accordance with para 313(1) and (2) of I. T. C. Hand 
Book of Rules and Procedure, 1970. 

[No. F. 94/S/ AM-68/ AU. UT. CLA.] 
A. L. BHAHLA, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports. 
for Chief Controller of Imports and Exports, 

3 fwcRT, 1970 

URO 4039.-B^*ft ^5fnr tfsRt RfRRTo 4848, 2 4, ?fw 

Tt RT^'oR ^RRTRWT 6 8/6 7, fSRW 16/11-67 V fc’RSFH <' R'fsRT 7 
^ & STRljRi Reft 511R1R % fHTT 260001- RRlf 

R# RTsr) RR STTRIR HTTR'r RRRT tfr/TO/ 161 1759, fRRlRi £-7-68 prir Trrt 
RTT «TT I TW HTWR Rft srRfRf<T lfRl-?t<R R >•*? RtST-tf' pfl? R'?' fa\V 

fen |, R? rtrit $ fa rrr rt^rr tftRi-vuR rr r< r-tf sf?r 

(fVhT-vpR,- R'TRThr, R^ fSfcRTt R TtfVf rr RITRT fir sfjT HCRT 5654 TRR Rd fclft.R CIRiR 
fRTrr ^ TWTR RHR *RTR RT TRI ift r£ $ |' 

2 . wrt t rr-4r r R ; -rwt fRRRM f ~ rr r«h ?t- 

a[RT 1970 Rft qfrfw 8 Rm TfRTl 299(2) % WRPf R W^ftfT R T.cfi R' WR X 1 '■ Rm R iRRT 
RT rrRT HTR TR 3 TRT fRTRT | I R RR^R j? f% RH Rf|RTT-R|R»F *T 1 R ?"> R-lfi Hf?. CR c ’ R R *R 
TTFS^-Rt t I 

3 . RTRTR (fRRRR) £TI%R. 1 P 5 . c ft ? T«F 7—1 2—1 Off Rh ~ r R M 9 ftf'tfV) 

% WPRfR WPTR Tpf. ftpr R 5 R F>rRRTi SR'f R-y ^ RTR 1 tfr/nr / 1 6 1 1 75 9 / 

6 ft/^RR ^RR— 27 . 30 /f)"o- 25 . 26 , fRRTRi 5 - 7 - 68 ^ RffRT-W'R Ruf rfV RTt 7 ^ 

RTTTt TT FrRW RRT jT I 

4. KTTRTR ®RTRTT fRRRH fRRR FRT RThMSi RT 1 97 0 Rft TfsRT H 1 3 ( 1 ) 

RRT ( 2) % RTRR Rf[ HRT HTTRW Ru WRfpf* - if 'RM' <R R’R I 5 ' ; tf I f ? Rlfl 

RTTR T RWR T< ?fl fRTfT fTTT RTURl I 


[r ° 94/^R/^R. 6Sl^z^\ 0 
tt o n^T o ^Tc'^iT, 

RR-RRR fRRRT, VIRIK-fPTfV , 
fTR ^^TR RRT fRRRT, STfRTR Fr^R I 
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(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 26 th November 1970 

S.O. 4040,— M/fl. Modem Farm Aid, BS/19, Ranapartap Bagh, Deihi, 7 were 
granted licence No. P/D/2178139, da.ed 25th February, 1970 from UK/India 
Maintenance Loan, 1989, for import of Hi£h Carbon Steel valued at Rs. 4,25,000. 
They have requested for the issue of duplicate copy of the licence on the ground 
that the original Exchange Control copy, of the licence has been lost by them. 

It has been further reported by the lioenBee that the licence was lost after util- 
ising Rs. 2,38,411. The licence has been registered with Collector of Customs, 
Bombay. 

2, In support of their contention the applicant have filed an affidavit. The 
undersigned is satisfied that the original Exchange Control Copy of the licence 
No. P/ D/2178139, dated 25t'h February, 1970, has been lost and directs that a 
duplicate Exchange Control of the said licence should be issued to them. The 
original Exchange Control Copy is cancelled. 

[No. F. Tractor 10(1) /AM. 70/RM.I.] 
G. D. BAHL, 

Dy, Chief Controller of Imports & Exports, 
for Joint Chief Controller of Imports and Exports. 

(rwt fori** vr vwftrc) 

ft* ft 26 RRPSCT, 1970 

(ft 4040. — ftfft rtjr ffinr tr*, ft 3/ 19, tt<tt stlth rir, fteft- 7 ft 
ij;ov«/*rrvT wot rj/jt 1 969 ft ?T$ trr swia- ft rpnfr ft fair 4,25,000 

T1 WORR K TTpTh' flf c ft/ft/ 217 8139 ftffift 2 6-2-1 970 RSTR f«FRT *TR *TT I Tftft 

iTRt^r ft- WTftrfr rpr-ftftTpr fftpi srftr ft ftp w (tritriy <r< ar fftsr £ fft 
faftor ftfr % jin ft ft r.yr m w*n m t fft 

2,38,4ii Tftr V ~rrjftft ft rr m i ffftT-srr>F armt 

V TRT ftfiW IftRT R4T & I 

VlR dft % ft ft PT WT-RdT ^tri fftR t I WfftFTraft IW 
| fft ft ° ft/ft/ 21/8139 faftr 2 5- 2- 1 9 7 0 ftv Rvt ipr-fftftiPT fftor°T srfft ft 
| ftv ftrftrr ftiT £ 1ft sof -ppt Rirfty ftr wRfftfa rjeMver ufa vift' ftf ^nft 
^rrfftr 1 jt=t fTji-ftrfffifpr faftsrr srfft ft- vnftr % 1 

[fto fftj>*T ft° 1 0( 1 ) ft. rnr. 70 /«lT. <JR-. ll 

ftro fto 

fftoftT, *WT-fftrft, 

S3 

tm fftft^T, srrarfr fft-fter 1 


(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 3rd December 1970 

S O. 4041.— Shri Swaran Singh Bains, S/O Labh Singh, V. & P.O. Dhamai, 
Teh. Garhshankar, Dist. Hoshiarpur, was granted a Customs Clearance Permit 
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No. P/J/2372579/N/MN/36/H/29-30, dated 6th August, 1970, for R s . 11,500 for the 
import of One Zetor 2011 tractor (without batteries). He has applied for dupli- 
cate copy of the Customs Clearance Permit on the ground that the original 
Customs Clearance Permit has been misplaced. It is further stated that the 
original Customs Clearance Permit was not registered with any Custom House 
and not utilised. In support of his contention, he has filed an affidavit. I am 
satisfied that the original Customs Clearanee Permit No, P/J/2372579. dated 0 th 
August, 1970, has been misplaced and direct that a duplicate Customs Clear- 
ance Permit should be issued to the applicant. The original Customs Clearance 
Permit is cancelled. 


[No. 74-V/S-154/AM70/Adhoe/2218.] 

J. SHANKAR, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports & Exports. 

nr frmv, widid-fdd'w vr vrTwn 

fo*fr, 3 fad^- , 1970 

Wto 4141. — «ff EEf fd? STTi NRd'Jf dTd fd?, NTN (TNT 3T° tTdl$, nflffd 
fddT zMWNF.'JT % irsp 201 lf^37 (f^ET NEfTNt V) WTNTd % fad 115 00 
EdT % ddT 4T ITT TfinT-NEE fdETffi T-fd? dSdT 2 37 2 5 7 d/tttt/tttt rr^r / 3 e/rr^r/ 
29-30 fadfa 6-8-1 970 STsPn fw ENT NT I Tfidl-NTN? fdVTlft T'.fN? Vd - 

ftrf'T % fad f -r ttTjn; tt Innt | fa d n #wr-siw TEfdz wr nen 

fiNT n I NTT N£ TfaN fadT NTdT | % NT Tffal-ttJPd faffai Tifdd fafaf TfiNT-'TpN didfa 
d <T5fi £d d?T | NT NT Nfa d TtfET d'dftd fatfT ddT NT I WTd (EE d NTNEd d 

CTJp NTN-TN STfad fadT | I i( d§te g fa JJET tfVdT-^ fddTTfi qdfad No ff /fa I 
2372579, fafafa 6-8-1 970 NEN1NP4 NNT t Nfa fd^TT &TT £ fa WIRT Tt tffdT- 
TpT fdETdr qR.ffTd qfr N-jfcfd ^rfi qfr did Elfin; i dd € et-e^, ft 3 fa </vf» t 
fafil NTdT ^ I 


[do 7 4- 6 /fid— 1 5 4/d • dd. 70/Wd] 

fa° W*', 

Sd-i[Ed fdddd, t.'ldlf.-fadfa I 


(Office of the Joint Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 

(Central Licensing Area) 

CANCELLATION ORDER 
New Delhi, the 15 th September, 1970 

S.O. 4042. — M/s- Nava Bharat Enterprises (Private) Limited, 4 1 1920 . Tilak 
Road, Dinbad Estate, Hyderabad-1 were granted licence No. P/W/2614994/C/XX/ 
34/D/29/30/handlcraft, dated the 29th March, 1970 for Rb, 81,000/-. They have 
applied for the duplicate copy of Custom purpose copy and Exchange Control copy, 
of licence on the ground that the original custom purpose copy and Exchange 
control copy have been lost. It is further stated that the original licence was not 
registered and not utilized at all. 

In support of this contention, the applicant has filed an affidavit. I am satisfied 
that the original custom purpose copy and exchange control copy of licence 
No. P/W/2614994 dated the 25th March, 1970 has been lost and directed that the 
duplicate licence (Custom purpose copy and Exchange control copy) should be 
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issued to the applicant. The original Custom purpose copy and the Exchange 
control copy of licence Is cancelled. 

[No. Exp-House-2/AM, 70/SC. IV/CLA-] 
D. S. MORKRIMA, 

Dy. Chief Controller of Imports and Exports, 
for Joint Chief Controller of Imports and Exports. 

Phot, ttiTin f*M'w vt otTwt 
(V tfPl WSf) 

Vi whit 

5ft ft? ft, 15 1 970 

3<To*fto 4042. — dOTI <d (lR° ) fa°, 4-1-920, PlOT ftf 

ftHTR Tffe, $OTHH-1 Vt 81000¥ft VT Ro ^/^/2614994 #/TH TOT/ 

34 ^/29/30/ffftW<r, felT 25-3-70 Rift ftrtR HT «R I ^ T RAHR vt fflRT- 
spv uPr fPTr rst fafwr Phot srPr W'jftrfHl; ^ frft w trrair tf wftn fan | fv 
»J 5 rPht ot art vf 1 1 wtr r? fw ht | fv *£* ht 1 ^ OTTfR Rff vtht 

RT WlT Tfl ®FT §*<l *K I 

WR? Rtf 4?r jfe t wftw % TV WHRT OTT PFRT $ I $ t ^ 

V« fr'^/2614994 fTTTV 25-3-70 Vt tJR RtRT-SJOT TffT 1FTT T? 1 f^PiRT PftOT 

?jft r£ | ?ffT ftftv $wr$ fv ot$r ^rwjferfr (RtRi-WH r% ott t^-PiPth 
Phot srfr) whot vt srrft vt rht i Hnfiftr ^ ^ fftmfpv sift ott rct- 
f%fRH Phot jtPt vt t? Phi otit 1 1 

[tor TWHROT-2 /T° T^° 70,Tff° ^ 4RT T*r T'] 

^to tRT° RlTVlRT, 

ww Phot, whir Ph%. 

OT rijsr ijh Phot, whh-Ph% i 


MINISTRY OF LABOUR, EMPLOYMENT AND REHABILITATION 
(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi , the 26 th November 1970 

S.O. 4043. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 13 
■of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), and In supersession 
of the notification of the Government of India in the late Ministry of Labour and 
Employment No. S- 2045 dated the 29th September, 1958, the Central Government 
hereby appoints Shri M. Chandrasekhar Aradhya to be an Inspector for the whole 
of the State of Kerala for the purposes of the said Act and of any Scheme framed 
■thereunder, In relation to any establishment belonging to, or under the control 
of the Central Government or in relation to any establishment connected with a 
railway company, a major port, a mine of an oil field or a controlled industry. 

[No. 21(3)/68-PF.I.] 
DALJIT SINGH, Under Secy. 
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^ !, sftT qjrfro 

(«**f wft f«WFT) 

qf fwfr, faffa 26 T-f&rr, 1970 

qq° Tffo 4042 . — qf«psq fafer qftrfim, 1952 (1952 qr 19) 

RTO 1 3 & RTRITT ( 1 ) 5TTT 5TCW RTf^RTT qq 5P7FI ^ jftj l(\x MITH RWTC% WfT^^ 

2045 ?mfr^r 29 ftrcpqT, lgssqftwfa- 
qpF?r qrriir giT ruurr r?t.5to «fr itr° ■qRrtfqrc: rnnsq- qft ijqq qfsrfqqR «flr 
sr ¥ snftr fqrfqq fqRfr *q?TR £ qqfrpff £ fair ruer v ht wf 
fqqft urm % sp^rr it m fqqft ter q.^1 qqrrriq, str initq^fin fqqfqq R«frq 
it qqfsrq fiRfr Rm £ rj^et it r^r qruq tf?t £ faq fqfrsrqi fqtjqR ytrI $ 1 

[qwr 2i(3)/68/'ftoirq>-i] 

qwtq faf, «f( qfaq 1 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi i, the 10th December 1970 

S.O. 4044. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Trlbunal-Cum-Labour Court No. 2, Bombay, in the 
industrial dispute between the employers in relation to the management of Messrs 
S. Kantllal and company private Limited, Curchorem-Sanvordem (Goa) and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government on the 8lh December, 
1970. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO, 2, 

BOMBAY 

Reference No, CGIT-2/3 of 1970 

Employers in relation to the management of Messrs s. kantilad 

AND COMPANY PRIVATE LIMITED CURCHOREM-SANVORDEM 

(GOA) 

And 

Their workman Shri Dinanath Desai 


Present; 

Shri N- K. Van!.— Presiding Officer. 


Appearances : 

For the Employer— Shri G. V. Bhobe, Advocate. 

For the Workman. — Shri George Vaz, General Secretary, Goa Mining Labour 
Welfare Union, Ansnora, (Goa). 


Industry; Iron Ore Mines. 


State: Goa, Daman and Diu. 


Bombay, the 11th November 1970 
AWARD 

By Order No. 24 / 75 / 69 -LR-IV dated 9th January, 1970, the Govern nent of 
India in the Ministry of Labour. Employment and Rehabilitation, (Department or 
Labour and Employment) in exercise of the powers conferred by clause Id) of sub- 
section (1) of Section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) referred 
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to this Tribunal lor adjudication an Industrial dispute existing between the em- 
ployers in relation to the management of Messrs S. Kanthal and Company Pri- 
vate Limited, Churchorem-Sanvordem (Goa) and their workman Shri Dinanath 
Desai in respect of the matter specified in the schedule mentioned below: — 

Schedule 

"Whether the action of the management of Messrs. S. Kantilal and Com- 
pany Private Limited, Curchorem-Sanvordem (Goa) In dismissing the 
workman Shri Dinanath Desai, Foreman, Sirgal Mines with effect 
from 14th April, 1999 was justified? If not, to what relief is the 
workman entitled?" 

2. The facts giving rise to this reference are as follows: — 

3. Shri Dinanath Desai was employed in Messrs. S. Kantilal and Company Pri- 
vate Limited, Curchorem-Sanvordem (Goa) for the last 14 years. In the begin- 
ning he was serving as a Supervisor. Later on, he worked as a Foreman for 5 
years. 

4. On 24th March, 1969, the Manager of Sirgal Muddi Mine brought to the 
notice of the management, pilferage of explosives at the mine. On receipt of his 
report to the management, preliminary enquiry was ordered to be conducted by 
an officer oi the company. After holding preliminary enquiry, he submitted his 
report holding Shri Dinanath Desai responsible for the pilferage of explosives at 
the mine. 

5. On 26th March, 1969 show cause notice was issued to Shri Dinanath Desai. 
On the receipt of the explanation, Shri Dinanath Desai was suspended from service 
by another letter dated 29th March, 1969, pending enquiry, on charges levelled 
against him, as the explanation was not found satisfactory. Thereafter Shri Dina- 
nath Desai was charge-sheeted and departmental enquiry was held against him. 
In that enquiry all the charges levelled against him were held proved. The 
management, therefore, dismissed him from service by letter dated 14th April, 
1969. 

6. As Shri Dinanath Desai was dismissed from service, he raised an industrial 
dispute under Section 2A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 by his letter dated 
17th May, 19G9, stating that he was wrongfully dismissed by the management with 
effect from 14th April, 1909, without proper charge-sheet and pruper enquiry, 
violating the principles ol natural justice and that he be reinstated. 

7. The Assistant Labour Commissioner (C), Vasco-de-Gama issued notice to the 
management and after giving hearing, he could amicably settle the dispute. 
He therefore, submitted his failure of conciliation report to the Government. 

8. On the receipt of this report, the Government of India referred this dispute 
to this Tribunal for adjudication. 

9. The employee Shri Dinanath Desai has filed written statement at Ex. 1/W in 
this case on 28th March, 1970, vide Schedule ‘A’ to the Award. 

10. Messrs. S. Kantilal and Company Private Limited (hereinafter referred to 
as company) have filed written statement at Ex. 2/E on 8th May, 1970 (vide 
Schedule ‘B’ to the Award ) , The company has also filed counter-statement In 
reply to the statement of the workman at Ex. 3/E ( vide Schedule ‘C’ to the 
Award). 

11. From the pleadings and arguments advanced before me, the following points 
arise for decision in this reference. — 

(i) Whether the domestic enquiry held against the employee on 8th April, 
1969 was proper and fair? 

< ll ; Whether the same enquiry is vitiated? 

(hi) Whether the action of the management of Messrs. S. Kantilal and Com- 
pany Private Limited, in dismissing the workman Shri Dinanath 
Desai, Foreman, Sirgal Mines with effect from 14th April, 1969 was 
justified? 

(lv) If not to what relief is the workman entitled? 

(v) What order? 

12. My findings are as follows:— 

(i) No. 

(ii) Yes. 

(ill) No. 
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Ov) The workman ig entitled to reinstatement with continuity of service and 
of Reinstatement 1 benefttS fr0m the date ° f dismis " a! tin the date 


(v) As per order. 


Reasons 


Point Nos. (i) and (ii ) ; 

, G £ 0rge Y, az for . the workman contended that the domestic enquiry held 
against Shri Dinanath Desai on 8th April, 1969 was not proper and fair that the 
principles of natural justice were violated In holding departmental enquiry, that 
the provisions of Certified Standing Orders applicable to the workman for ho'dlne 
departmental enquiry were not complied with and that the domestic enquiry in 
question was vitiated. 


14. It is common ground that there are Certified Standing Orders applicable 
to the employees working In the company. These Standing Orders lay down 
provisions for holding domestic enquiry. It is therefore necessary to refer to the 
relevant provisions of the Certified Standing Orders applicable to the employee 
concerned. 


15. Clause 21 of the Certified Standing Orders on record relates to disciplinary 
action for misconduct. Clause 21(b) relates to various punishments that can be 
awarded for misconduct. Clause 21(b)(5) relates to removal or dismissal from 
service. Clause 21(c) is as follows: — 

"No order under sub-clauses (3), (4) and (5) of clause (b) shall be mode 
unless the workman concerned has been Informed In writing of the 
alleged misconduct or given an opportunity to explain the circums- 
tances alleged against him.’ 1 

16. Clause 21(d) of the Standing Orders is as follows: — 

‘‘No order of dismissal under sub-clause (5) of clause (b) shall be made ex* 
cept after holding an enquiry against the workman concerned in res- 
pect of alleged misconduct in the manner set forth in clause (e> 
below." 


17. It is clear that before any employee can be dismissed by way of punish 
ment for any alleged misconduct enquiry has to be held against him as mentioned 
in clause (e). 

18. Clause 21(e) which lays down the procedure for holding domestic erquiry 
is as follows: — 

“A workman against whom an enquiry has to be held shall be given u. 
charge sheet clearly setting forth the circumstances appearing 
against him and requiring explanation and on date and time at which, 
the case will be heard (which date shall not be less than seven days 
after the service of the notice), He shall be given an opportunity 
to answer the charge and permitted to be defended by a workman 
working in the same department as himself. Except tor reusons to 
be recorded in writing by the officer holding the enquiry, the work- 
man shall be permitted to produce witness in his defence and cross- 
examine any witnesses on whose evidence the charge rests. A concise 
summary of the evidence led on either side and the workman’s plea 
shall be recorded.” 

19. Clause 21(g) of the Standing Orders is as follows: — 

“In awarding punishment under this Standing Orders the Management 
shall take Into account the gravity of the misconduct, the previous- 
record, if any, of the workman and any other extenuating or aggra- 
vating circumstances that may exist.” 

20. In the present caso the departmental (domestic) enquiry against the em- 
ployee Shri Dinanath Desat was held by the Enquiry Officer Shri S. Radhakrisb- 
naiah, Mining Engineer, examined at Ex. 19 /E before me. The original enquiry 
papers have been produced before me at Ex. 12/E consisting 8 sheets including the 
report of Enquiry Officer. Shri Radhakrishnaiah proves the enquiry papers. 

21. Shri Dinanath Desai Ex. 13/W contends that no charge-sheet was issued 
to him before holding enquiry. Shri Radhakrishnaiah, Enquiry Officer on the 
other hand says that Shri Dinanath Desai was charge-sheeted before holding en- 
quiry, that he was Informed to attend the enquiry and that he was aware o t the 



Sec. 3(il)j THE GAZETTE OF INDTA: DECEMBER 26, 1970/PAUSA 5, 1892 5745 


charges levelled against him. He also says in his evidence that letter dated 26th 
March, 1969 addressed to Shri Dlnanath Desai is the charge-sheet against Snri 
Dinanath Desai. 

22. Letter dated 26th March, 1969 has been produced by the employee at Ex. 
5/W. It is as follows:— 

"No, 23/3 March, 1909 Dated 26Lh March, 1969. 

To 

Shri Dlnanath Desai, 

Foreman, 

Slrgal Mine. 

You have been found responsible for the theft of explosives and detonators 
at Sirgal Mine and the cost of these shall have to be recovered from your salaiy. 

Please explain why your services cannot he dismissed and legal action taken 
on you for your Irresponsibility and misappropriation of the Company property 
and goods Your reply should reach this office within 2 days of the date of this 

letter. , , 

For S. Kantilal & Company Ltd. 

Sri/-”. 


23. It appears from the company's written statement Ex. 2/E para. 2 that on 
20th March, 1969, a show cause notice was issued to Shri Dlnanath Desai charg- 
ing him that he was found responsible for the theft of explosives at tne mine and 
was asked to show cause as to why he shoul<k^iot be dismissed from the service. 

24. There can be no doubt from para. 2 of Ex. 2/E and the letter dated 26th 
March, 1969 Ex. 5/W that the Qompany intencfedi to treat Ex. 5/W as show cause 
notice calling upon the employee to give his explanation. 

26. A perusal of the letter Ex. 5/W shows that the management has already 
found the employee responsible for the theft of explosives and detonators at the 
Sirgal Mine and taken a decision to recover the cost of these articles from his 
salarv. By this letter the management called upon the employee to explain as 
to why his services should not be terminated and legal action should not be taken 
for his irresponsibi’ity and misappropriation of the company's property and goods. 

26. As the management has already found the emp'oyee guilty I.e responsible 
for the theft of explosives and detonators at Sirgal Mine where was the necessity 
for holding domestic enquiry on 8 th April, 1969 treating Ex. 5/W as charge sheet. 
In these circumstances the domestic enquiry held against the employee in respect 
of the mis-conduct which the management has already held proved before hold- 
ing the final enquiry, cannot be said to be lair and impartial It is a prejudiced 
enquiry. 

27. Findings at Ex. 12/E given by the Enquiry Officer Shri Hadhakrlshnaiah 
on 8 th April 1969 show as follows;— 

“In the light of periodical enquiries and opportunities given to Shil Dina- 
nath Desai it has been proved that he was misappropriating com- 
pany's goods, materials and money, and doing corrupt practices, inti- 
midating the employees and creating anarchy in the organisation. 

The said Shri Dinanath Desai was found guilty under the following provi- 
sions of the Standing Orders of the Company. 

No. 21(a) (4, 5, 11, 12, 27, 28 and 38)”. 

28. As the Enquiry Officer has found Shri Dinanath Desai guilty under Clauses 
21(a), 4, 5, 11, 12, 27, 28 and 38 of the Certified Standing Orders, It is recessary 
to refer to these various clauses Those clauses are as follows: — 

" 21 (a) the following acts and omissions on the part of a workman shall 
amount to misconduct: — 

(4) Theft, fraud or dishonesty in connection with the employer's business 

or property or a theft of another workman’s property within the es- 
tablishment. 

(5) Demanding, accepting or ofiering bribes or any illegal gratification, 

(11) Drunkenness, riotous, disorderly or indecent behaviour, use of abusive 
language, threatening, intimidating or coercing other workmen or 
wrongly Interfering with the work of other workmen, assault or 
threat of assault either provoked or otherwise within the establish- 
ment. 
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(12) Commission of any act subversive of good behaviour within the estab- 
lishment or of the discipline of the establishment. 

(27) Refusal to accept a charge-sheet, order or other communication served 

in accordance with these Standing Orders or Company Administration 
Orders. 

(28) Knowingly and wrongfully interfering with the record of attendance 

or means of recording attendance of himself or any other workman. 

(38) Taking up or engaging in any work detrimental to the Company.” 

29. Turning back to the show cause notice dated 26th March, 1989 (Ex. 5/W) 
referred to above in detail it is clear from the said notice that it does not refer 
to various acts mentioned in clauses 21(a), 5, 11, 12, 27, 28 and 38 specifically 
which acts according to the Standing Orders amount to misconduct. If Shri 
Dinanath Desai was to be charge-sheeted In respect of these acts mentioned above, 
It was absolutely necessary for the company to mention each act separately for 
bringing it to the notice of Shri Dinanath Desai. It should have called his 
explanation in respect of each act in respect of which the company wanted to 
bold domestic enquiry against him. Without specific charge in respect of each 
act, the Enquiry Officer is not justified in giving findings and allowing extraneous 
evidence. The Enquiry Officer has to hold enquiry in respect of specific charges 
framed against the workman concerned and not in respect of allegations which 
do not form part of the charge-sheet, If he holds enquiry in respect of extraneous 
matters, it is illegal, unfair and without jurisdiction. 

30. In para. 2 of Ex. 2/E of the company’s written statement, it is clearly men- 
tioned that on 26th March, I960 show cause notice was Issued to Shri Dinanath 
Desai charging him that he was found responsible for the theft of explosives at 
the mine and was asked to show cause as to why he should not be dismissed from 
the service. It appears from this that the Enquiry Officer was called upon to hold 
enquiry in respect of charge regarding responsibility for the theft of explosives 
at the mines and not in respect of other matters in which he has given findings 
at Ex. 12/E i.e. clauses 21(a), 5, 11, 12, 27, 28 and 38. It is not understood as to 
how he thought of giving findings fn respect of other matters, not finding place 
in the show cause notice which he wants to treat as charge-sheet, 

31. Show cause notice Ex. 5/E which Shri Radhakrishnaiah wanted to treat 
as charge-sheet, makes no mention of any provisions of the Standing Orders. It 
does not mention any specific date on which the explosives and detonators were 
found missing at SIrgal Mine. It does not also mention the quantity of explosives 
and detonators In respect of which the thelt Is committed. It is thus clear that 
the alleged charge-sheet is vague and indefinite. On the basis of such charge- 
sheet it is not possible for the workman concerned to meet the case and defend 
himself properly. This amounts to depriving him of opportunity to defend him- 
self properly. 

32. It is clear from clause 21(e) of the Standing Orders referred to above that 
the workman against whom an enquiry has to be held shall be given a charge- 
sheet clearly setting forth the circumstances appearing against him and requiring 
explanation and on date and time at which the case will be heard (which date 
shall not be less than seven days after the service of the notice). A persual of 
the show cause notice alleged to be charge-sheet produced at Ex. 5/W dated 20th 
March, 1969 shows that, it has not clearly set forth the circumstances appearing 
against Shri Dinanath Desai requiring his explanation. It does not also mention 
the date on which the enquiry would be held, Thus it is clear that Ex. 5/W does 
not comply with the requirements of clause 21(e) of the Standing Orders. 

33. There is another letter dated 7th April, 1969 produced at Ex. 18/W. It 
Is as follows: — 

‘‘DE/4 Date 7th April, 1969. 


To 


Shri Dinanath Desai, 

Foreman, SIrgal Mine (Under Suspension), 

Dear Sir, 

An enquiry will be Instituted at 10 00 a.m. on 8th April, 1969 in this office on 
the charges levelled and proved against you for the pilferage of Explosives and 
Diesel, 
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You are hereby given an opportunity to defend yourself. You should attend 
to the enquiry with personal and documentary evldence/witness to deiend yourself. 

Yours faithfully, 

For S. Kantilal and Company Limited. 

Sd/-” 

34. Admittedly the enquiry was held against Shri Dlnanath Desal on 3th April, 
1669. Notice requiring him to remain present for the enquiry is dated 7 th April, 
1960. It is clear that the employee did not get 7 days time after the service of the 
notice, it means that this notice also does not comply with the provisions of 
Clause 21 (e) of the Standing Orders. Thi s document also shows that the employee 
was to meet the charge of pilferage of Explosive and Diesel already held proved 
by the management. It means that the enquiry to be held against the workman 
was nominal because the charge was already neid proved as mentioned at Ex. 18/W. 
It also shows that the only charge of pilferage was to be faced by the employee 
and not the charges under clauses 21 (aj, 4, 5, 11, 12, 27, 28, ana 38 of me Standing 
Orders, but In spite of this the Enquiry Officer has given findings and found the 
■employee guilty under clauses 21 (aj, a, 11, 12, 27, 28 and 38. These circumstances 
.also snow as to what type of enquiry was held by the Enquiry Officer. 

35. Evidence of Shri Radhakrishnadah at Ex. 19/E shows that during the enquiry 
•S/Shri Umameshwar Rao, Kandaswamy and Shivram Khandeparkar were examined 
on behalf of the management and that Shri Dinanath Desal gave his own statement 
and examined two witnesses on his behalf, 

36. Shri Radbakrlshnaiah Ex. 19/E says in his evidence that Shri Umameshwar 
Rao gave his own statement in Telugu, Shri Khandaswamy gave written statement 
in his own handwriting In English and Shri Shivram Khandeparkar gave written 
statement in his own handwriting in Marathi. 

37. Shri Umameshwar Rao, Ex. 14/E in his evidence before me says that ha 
gave written statement in Telugu before the Enquiry Olllcer and that the Enquiry 
Officer has not recorded his evidence. 

38- From the evidence of Shri Umameshwar Rao before me and the evidence 
of the Enquiry Officer at Ex. 19/E I feel no hesitation in holding that the statement 
of S/Sbri Umameshwar Rao, Khandaswamy and Shivram Khandeparkar were not 
recorded by the Enquiry Officer but he had accepted their written statements. In 
view of clause 21(e) of the Standing Orders referred to above it was necessary for 
the Enquiry Officer to take a concise summary of the evidence led on either side 
In the piesence of the employee during the enquiry. By accepting the written 
statement he has violated the provisions of the Standing Orders. 

39. As the written statement of the 3 witnesses referred to above were accepted 
by the Enquiry Officer during the Enquiry it was necessary for the Enquiry Officer 
to give copies of these statements to the employee concerned to enable him to 
study them and to prepare his defence alleast 2-3 days before holding enquiry- 
But this has not been done so in this case. More asking the employee to cross- 
examine the witnesses on the basis of such statement, even if it is explained to 
him during the enquiry would not be sufficient. In such circumstances it cannot 
he said that the principles of natural justice which require that person charged 
should have an adequate opportunity to defend himself, was observed. 


40. In the ruling reported in 1963, II, LLJ, Page 371, in the case between 
Kesoram Cotton Mills Limited and Gangadhar and others their Lordships of 
Supreme Court of India have observed as follows: — 


“It may accepted that rules of natural justice do not change from tribunal 
to tribunal. Even so the purpose of rules of natural justice is to 
safeguard the position of the person against whom an inquiry is 
being conducted so that he is able to meet the charge laid against him 
properly. Therefore, the nature of the inquiry and status of the 
person against whom the Inquiry is being held will have some bearing 
on what should be the minimum requirements of the rules of natural 
justice. Where, for example, lawyers are permitted before a tribunal 
holding an inquiry and the party against whom the enquiry is being 
held i 8 represented by a lawyer, it may be possible to say that a mere 
reading of the material to be used In the inquiry may sometimes be 
sufficient (See New Parkash Transport Company V. New Suwarna 
Transport Company Limited 1957 S. C. R. 98), but where In a domestic 
Inquiry in an industrial matter lawyers are not permitted, something 
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more than a mere reading of statements to be used will have to be. 
required in order to saieguard the interest oi ihe industrial worker. 
Further the Court can take judicial notice oi the fact that many 
Industrial workers in India are illiterate and sometimes even me 
representatives of labour union may not be present 1 o defend them 
In such a case to read over a prepared statement in a tew minutes and. 
then ask the workmen to cross-examine would make » mockery of, 
the opportunity that the rule s ol natural justice require that the 
workers should have to delend themselves, it seems therefore that 
where one is dealing with domestic inquiries in industrial matters, 
the proper course for the management is to examine the witnesses 
from the beginning to the end in the presence of the workmen at the 
enquiry itself. Oral examination always takes much longer time 
than mere reading of a prepared statement of the same length and 
brings home the evidence more clearly to the person against whom 
the inquiry is being held. It is quite possible to have another method 
of conducting a domestic enquiry as laid down in the decision in. 
A. I. R. 1963 S, C. 375 but such should not be the rule but an exception, 
only. Normally where the witnesses are not examined from the very 
beginning at the enquiry in th e presence of the person charged, the 
person charged should be given a copy of the statements, and made- 
by the witnesses which are to be used at the enquiry well in advance- 
before the enquiry begins (say, two days before the inquiry is to 
begin). Where this is not done and the concerned workmen were 
asked to cross-examine the witnesses then and there, it could not be- 
said that the principles of natural justice, which require that the- 
person charged should have an adequate opportunity tc defend ninv 
self, was observed. 

41. Relying on this ruling and considering the facts of the case I am satisfied 
That the principles of natural justice have been violated during the enquiry held! 
against Shri Dinanath Desai. 

42. Shri Dinanth Desai Ex. 13/W says in the evidence regarding the enquiry held 
against him as follows:— 

‘‘No chargesheet wa s given to me before holding enquiry. The Labour 
Officer was the Enquiry Officer. His name is Shri Radhakrlshnaiah 
Two witnesses were examined on behalf of the company, they were 
S/Shrl Shivram Kurdlkar acid Kandaswamy (night Supervisors), They 
were examined in my presence. They did not say anything against 
me. Shri Prakash Naik’s statement was not recorded but my state- 
ment was recorded by the Enquiry Officer. I had brought two 
witnesses for examining on my behalf. They are S/Shrl R Sundaram 
and Philip Dias. Both of them stated before the Enquiry Officer that 
Shri Francis Shovel Driver dashed tyre against the diesel drum with 
a result the drum was burst and the oil fell on the ground. No witness 
on behalf of the company stated before the enquiry officer that I had 
stolen diesel- 

When the statement of Shri Umameshwar Rao was recorded by the Enquiry 
Officer, I was asked to stand outside the room. His statement was 
not read out to me at any time. Shri Shanker Desai was present at 
the time of enquiry but his statement was not recorded. Shri Laxml 
kant Navelkar was writing the statements of the witnesses but he has 
not given any statement against me. 

Labour Officer conducted the enquiry in Hindi. I could not follow what 
he was telling in Hindi. I do not know English- My signature was 
taken on my statement without reading and explaining my statement 
to me. Shri Kandaswamy gave evidence during enquiry in Tamil 
That statement was not translated to me in Konkami or in Hindi. I 
do not know whether Shri Shivram Kurdlkar gave Marathi writing to 
the enquiry officer.” 

43 . The management has examined S/Shri Umameshwar Rao, Ex. 14/E, 
Laxmlkant Navelkar, Ex. 17/E and Radhakrishnaiah Enquiry Officer Ex. 19/E to 
show that the domestic enquiry held against Shri Dinanath Desai on 8 th April, 
1969 was proper, fair and that no provision of the Standing Orders were violated 1 
and that the principles of natural justice were complied with. 
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above, the evidence of Shri nfnonoth Vi£ * ? facts an( ^ circu *nstances discussed 
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45- From the evidence of Shrl Dinanath Desai referred *„ „h„„„ i* 1 ui 
contention that the chargesheet was not served on him, The Enquiry Officer ^doea- 
S ?/w ^ helher befor ® holding enquiry, after the service of show y cause notice 
(Ex. 5/W) any chargesheet was sent to Shri Dinanath Desai. It therefore appears 

^g^Ur a fl gWst a r Sheet WB3 ™ Served Shri ^-nathSiTC 


48. After the findings dated 8 th April, I960 Ex. 12/B were received bv the 

EVW* ubTIT ! 11 accepted the findings and dismissed the employee 
by its letter dated 14th April, 1969 Ex. 7/W. This letter Is as follows'— 


“No, 14/4/69-76. 

Mr. Dinanth Desai, 
Quepem-Goa. 


Date 14th April, 1969- 


Dismissal Order 

Further to this office letter No. 29/3/69 dated the 20th March, 1 060 as the 
charges levelled against Mr. Dinanath Desai were proved, the manage- 
ment is constrained to dismiss his service in the company with 
immediate effect. 


For S. Kantilal and Company Limited. 

Sd/-’’ 


47. Before awarding punishment of dismissal the management has to take into 
consideration the gravity of misconduct, the previous record if any of the workman 
and other extenuating or aggravating circumstances that may exist, as required 
under Clause 21(g) of the Standing Orders. In the present case the management 
has nowhere mentioned in its dismissal letter Ex. 7/W that it has taken into 
consideration the gravity of misconduct, the previous record of the workman and 
other extenuating or aggravating circumstances that may exist. It, therefore, 
appears to me that the management has not applied its mind and considered the 
enquiry papers properly before passing the dismissal order. The manage meat 
has, therefore, not complied with the provisions of Clause 21(g) of the Standing 
Orders. This vitiates the enquiry proceedings. 


48 In the case of Mahalakshim Textile Milis versus Labour Court, Madurai 
and others, reported in 1963, II, LLJ, Page 58, their Lord_ships in the High Court 
of Judicature at Madras have held as follows; — 

“The standing orders of an establishment inter alia constituted absence 
without leave for eight consecutive days a misconduct. It further 
provided that in awarding punishment to a workman found guilty of 
misconduct at a domestic enquiry the management shall take into 
account the gravity of misconduct, the previous record if any, of the 
workman and any other extenuating circumstances that may exist. 

A workman who was found guilty of remaining absent without leave for 
more than eight consecutive days at the domestic enquiry was award- 
ed the punishment of dismissal from service. The concerned workman 
did not participate in the domestic enquiry. 

The Labour court adjudicating the dispute set aside the order of dismissal, 
and directed his reinstatement. 


The writ petition preferred by the employer to quash i the '.faulting award 
was dismissed on ground that the management had failed to take into 
account the various factors before awarding punishment »s required 
by the relevant provisions of the standing order (such as Sravity of 
the misconduct, past record of the workman and the extenuating 
circumstances if any). The award of the labour Court n was inter- 
Dreted in substance and effect., as amounting to a conclusion or nnomg 
that relevant matters had not been taken into consideration by the 
management in awarding punishment. 
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49. The above ruling clearly supports my view that as the management has not 
complied with the provisions of clause 21 (g) of the Standing Orders beiore inflict- 
ing the punishment of dismissal on Shri Dlnanath Pesai, the enquiry proceedings 
are vitiated. 

50. In short it is clear from the above discussions that in the present case, the 
domestic enquiry held against the employee on 8th April, 1969 was not proper and 
fair, that the management has violated the provisions of the Standing Orders in 
holding domestic enquiry, that the principles of natural justice were violated and 
that the enquiry is therefore vitiated. Hence my finding on Point Nos. (i; and (il) 
are as above. 

Point Non. (iii) and {iv): 

51. As the domestic enquiry held against Shri Dlnanath Desai on 8th April, 
1969 by the company was not fair and proper and a^ the same Is vitiated, the 
Company’s case on evidence adduced before me against Shri Dlnanath Desai has 
to be considered. 

52. The Company has examined 3 witnesses before me, namely (1) Shrl 
Umameshwar Kao, Ex. 14/E, (2) Shri Laxmikant Navelkar, Ex. 17/E and (3) Shri 
Radhakrishnaiah, Ex. 19/E. 

53. As regards Shri Radhakrlshnaiah, Ex. 19/E, he was the Enquiry Officer. 
He speaks about the enquiry. He has no knowledge about the allegations made 
against Shri Dlnanath Desai. 

54. As regards Shri Laxmikant Navelkar, Ex. 17/E, he was recording the 
statements of witnesses during the enquiry- He speaks as to tvhat happened during 
the enquiry. He does not say anything about the allegations made against Shri 
Dinanath Desai by the company in respect of which the enquiry was held against 
Shri Dinanath Desai. 

55. As regards Shri Umameshwar Rao, Ex. 14/E, he was posted to Sirgal Mine 
as Manager on 22nd March, I960. According to him:— 

(1) When he took charge as Manager at Sirgal Mine, Shri Dinanath Desai 
was in charge of the Mine, 

(ii) The letter dated 28th February, 1969 is addressed to the Manager or 
lncharge of Sirgal Mine by the Head Office directing to lodge a com- 
plaint with the Police Station regarding the theft of 200 detonators. 
At the time of receipt of this letter at Sirgal Mine Shri Dinanath Desai 
was In charge. After he took over as Manager, he checked the explo- 
sives. On checking he found that some Jelotlnes and one detonator 
were missing. Actual stock in hand was not tallying with the stock. 
On taking over charge he found that the explosives were stored in a 
place different from the normal one. He therefore made a report to 
the General Manager. The report dated 24th March, 1969 shown to 
him bears his signature. It is correct. 

56. The evidence of Shri Umameshwar Rao referred to above relates to 3 
Instances l.e. (1) Regarding the theft of 200 detonators in respect of which the 
.complaint was given to the Police Station. (2) Regarding some Jelotines and one 
detonator found missing after he took over and checked the stoc& (3) Explosives 
were stored in a place different from the normal one. 

67. The employee Shri Dinanath Desai has given evidence before me at Ex. 13/ W. 
According to him, there was theft of explosives in the Sirgal Mine Godown. Shri 
Prakash Naik informed him that two boxes of explosives were missing, because 
the Mines Manager was absent. Shri Prakash Nadk wrote a letter to Sanvordem 
Office, about this under his signature. The General Manager Shri Manilal Gozalia 
wrote a letter to the Mines Manager or in-charge of the mine for filing a complaint 
regarding the incident of missing two boxes of explosives in Sanpuem Police Station. 
As the Mines Manager was not present when this letter was received he went to 
the Police Station and lodged the complaint. On account of this complaint, one 
Havildar and a constable came to the Mine for making investigations. After 
taking a round they asked S/Shri Prakash Naik and Kandaswamy to whom they 
were suspecting. They gave the name of Shri M. Doraiah as a suspect. Police 
-took him to the Police Station. He was kept in Lock up. 
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can be no doubt from the letter Lx. 16/E dated 28th February 1969 
S} at pjjf, Meager or Incharge, Sirgal Mine vva s directed to lodge a complaint with 
the Police Station immediately regarding the theft of 200 Detonators. 

59* Shri George Vaz on behalf of the employee had written a letter Fv q/w 
dated 23rd February 1970 to the Inspector Geneva! of PoUce Poltce : HeIdqukr?eM 

oi!r JI n’ G ° £ 'th°n neceSS , ar >; inl ormation regarding the complaint given by 

Shri .Dinanath Desai in respect of theft of 200 detonators. The Supdt of Police 
Panaji gave reply the General Secretary, Goa Mining Labour Welfare Union’, 
Assonora-Bardez, ■vma vide Ex. 10/W dated 17th March, 1370. That reply is as 


With reference to your above letters, I may Inform you that it is a fact 
that Shri Dinanath Desai had lodged his complaint with Sanguem 
Police regarding theft of two boxes of detonators from the godown 
ol M/s S. Kantilal and Company Private Limited in March, 1969. 
However, the Police did not succeed in detecting the same offence. ” 

60. It appears that Shri Doralah was later on released and that nothing 
turned up In respect of the complaint regarding the theft given by Shrt Dinanath 
Desai. 


01- The relevant portion from the counter statement dated 25th June, 1970 
Ex, 3/E of the company in this case is as follows: — 

“With reference to paras. 5, 6 and 7 of the statement of claim. It is stated 
that Shri Dinanath Desai is trying to confuse and confound facts in 
order to create confusion in the minds of this honourable tribunal. 
The facts cited in the said paras have nothing to do with the case- 
a gainst Shri Dinanath Desai. It is stated that after the matter of 
pilferage of explosives etc, had come to the notice of the management, 
the Sirgal Mine office was directed to lodge a complaint to the police- 
However, the charges made against Shri Dinanath Desai and his- 
consequent dismissal are independent and baBed upon the enquiry 
report. 

On 24th March, 1969 the management received a letter from the Manager 
of Sirgal Mine, who joined duty on 22nd March, 1969 stating that he 
found gelatine stored in some other quarters than the original place. 
He further stated that the stock in hand did not tally with the stock 
shown in. the record book. Th e said letter Is exhibited here. Further 
separately he made a detailed report complaining about the various- 
irregularities and pilferage of explosives etc. at tne mine. 

The management, consequently, thought It admissible to look Into the- 
matters and investigate the same. The Mines Manager in his report 
made It clear that Shri Dinanath Desai was responsible for the pilferage- 
of explosives and other irregularities. On this, the management 
ordered a preliminary enquiry to be conducted by an officer of the 
company, who after enquiry submitted his preliminary report charging 
Shri Dinanath Desai as responsible for the pilferage of explosives at 
the mine." 

62. If the management meant by the above mentioned counter-statement that 
Shri Dinanath Dgsar has no concern with incident regarding theft of 200 detonators 
In respect of which police complaint was given and that he i s concerned in respect, 
of shortage of explosives found by Shri Umameshwar Rao on his taking charge as 
Mines Manager at Sirgal on 24th March, 1989, the second incident referred to by 
Shri Umameshwar Rao will have to be only considered- If not both incidents will 
have to be considered, 

63. According to Shri Dinanath Desai Ex. 13 /W there Is a tin shed near Sirgal 
Mine where explosives are stored. Shri Frakash Nalk was In charge of issuing 
explosives. There is a Mines Manager at Sirgal Mines- His name wa s Shri Reddy. 
In the absence of Shri Reddy on leave another person by name Shri Umameshwar 
Rao was the Manager of the Mine. Mine Manager was in charge of safety regula- 
tions on the mines. Key of godown in which the explosives are stored remains 
with Shri Prakash Nalk during the day and at night It remains with the Supervisor 
on duty. Names of night supervisors are S/Shri Shivram Kurdikar, Kandaswami 
and Suresh Moraskar. These Supervisor? remain in charge of the explosive 
godowns during the night duty according to their turns. 

64. From the above mentioned evidence of Shri Dinanath Desai, It is clear that 
the key of godown In which the explosives are stored remains with Shri Prakasn 
Naik during, the day and at night it remains with the Supervisors on duty, 
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65. In the present case Shri Prakash Naik has not been examined, before me 
Similarly the Supervisors referred to by Shri Dlnanath Desai have not been 
examined before me. 

66- As against the statement of Shri Dinanath Desai that the key of the godown 
■of exposives used to remain with these persons, there is no positive counter 
statement. Shri Umameshwar Rao Ex. 14/E in his cross-examination says that 
on enquiry he learned that clerk used to hand over the key to Shri Dinanath 
Desai every day. On his admission it is clear that he has no personal knowledge 
with whom the key of the godown of explosives used to be. Hence there is no 
reason to dis-belleve the evidence of Shri Dinanath Desai, when he says that the 
key used to remain with Shri Prakash Naik during the day and at night with the 
night supervisors. 

67. A® the key was not in the possession of Shri Dinanath Desai he cannot be 
held responsible for the alleged theft of 200 detonators in respect of which there 
was police complaint. Moreover the company has not adduced any convincing 
■evidence before me to prove the circumstances from which it can be Inferred that 
Shri Dinanath Desai had concern with the theft of 200 detonators In respect of 
which there was Police complaint. Hence Shri Dinanarth Desai cannot be held 
responsible on evidence and material before me in respect of theft of 200 Gelatine 
■i.e. 2 boxes of explosives, alleged to have been stolen away in respect of which 
there was police complaint I have considered this incident also because the 
allegations made by the company atre not clear. 

68. As regards the seond incident there is a resport of Shri Umameshwar Rao 
•made to the head office on 24th March, 1069. It Is as follows: — 

“On Saturday (22nd March) I was reported to the mine and I found Gelatine 
was stored in some other quarters. Previously it was kept in the 
office room. It was brought to the office room and counted. There 
was 133 Nos. But the record Is showing 226 Nos. From this it is 
noted 93 Nos. were missed- 

It was noticed that one detonator also missed. 

I don’t know who changed explosives from office stores to that quarters and 
what happened to that 93 Nos. of Gelatine and one Detonator. 

This Is for your information and necessary action. 

Thanking you, Sir.” 

69. From the report referred to above, it appears that Shri Umameshwar Rao 
had brought the explosives to the office room and counted them. On counting he 
found that 93 Gelatine and one Detonator were missing. 

70. According to Shri Umameshwar Rao Ex. 14/E, Shri Kandaswamy is main- 
taining the accounts of Detonators and Gelatine. The office store Is having lock and 
key. As Manager, he is not in charge of the key of the store. During the day-time 
Shri Prakash Naik remains in charge of the lock and key of the store (explosives), 
in the evening he used to hand over key to the Mine incharge. The other place 
where he found Gelatine and Detonators could be locked. Thi$ was the room in 
which 3 persons were living. They were S/Shri Bima Naik, Antony and Dinanath 
Desai- On enquiry with these 3 persons he learn that there was heavy blasting on 
the Mine on the day prior to 22nd March, 1969 and that on account of that Gelatines 
and Detonators that remained unused on that day on the mines were brought and 
stored in the residential room. Shri Bima Naik is working as compressor driver 
and Shri Antony is a Bulldozer cleaner and driver. Normally explosives are not 
issued to Compressor Drivers and Bulldozer drivers. There is a record In the 
office to show as to what quantity of explosives is issued to a particular person 
for blasting purpose;, as to whart quantity of explosives is returned as unused 
He can produce this register in the Court 


71- On admission of Shri Umameshwar Fnn that tbpre is record in the office 
to show as to what quantity of explosive is issued to a particular person for 
blasting purposes and ao to what auantity of explosive is returned as unused 
Admittedly, there was heavy blasting on the day prior to 22nd March, 1969. The 
record has not been produced before me to show as to what ouantltv of explosive 
■was issued and as what quantity of explosive was returned. In the absence of 
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any documentary evidence, mere oral statement of Shrl Umameshawar Rao and 
his report to this effect cannot be given any weight. 

72. Admittedly, Shri Prakash Naik used to remain incharge of lock and key 
.of the store containing the explosives, ft was absolutely necessary for the 
management to examine him. He would have been the best witness to say as to 
what had happened to the explosives. Similarly Shri Kandaswamy should have 
been examined before me. He wgs maintaining the accounts of explosives, As 
iie has not been examined before me and as the account maintained by Shri 
Kandaswamy regarding explosives has not been produced before me, mere oral 
statement of Shri Umameshwar Rao and his report regarding shortage of explosives 
.cannot be given any weight. 

73 Shri Umameshwar Rao says in his evidence before me that Shri Prakash 
Naik used to hand over the key of the godown to Mine Incharge. Shri Dinanath 
Desai dentes this on oath. He confirms that the supervisors used to remain In 
.charge of the key at night. In the absence of evidence of supervisors S/Shrl 
.Shlvram Kurdikar, Kandaswamy and Suresh Moraskar, no weight can be attached 
to the testimony of Shri Umameshwar Rao when he says that in the evening 
.Shri Prakash Nalk used to hand over the key to the Mine incharge. 

74. Shri Umameshwar Rao’s evidence shows that after he took over charge as 
Mine Manager at Sirgal Mine on 22nd March, 1989 he found that explosives were 
stored in a room different from the place where they should have been stored and 
that this room was in the possession of 3 persons i.e. Shri Bima Naik, Shri Antony 
■and Shri Dinanath Desai. S/Shri Bima Naik and Antony were not examined 
hefore me. If three persons were occupying a room in which explosives were found, 
fit may be that any one of the three might have brought the article and kept there 
without the knowledge of the others. It cannot therefore be conclusively said 
'that Shri Dinanath Desai was responsible for keeping these explosives in the room 
Jn which he is alleged to be living alongwith two others. 

75. According to Shri Dinanath Desai, Ex. 13/W, on 22nd March, 1969. Shri 
Umameshwar Rao was posted as Mine Manager. At that time he was in charge 
-at Sirgal Mine. He is not qualified for the post of foreman but he is qualified as 
Mine Mate- Foreman’s duty mentioned in Ex. 4/W are usually given to other 
Foremen also. All persons working in the Mines used to work under him In the 
absence of Mines Manager. It Is not true that explosives and other machinery 
.at the mines were under his charge, but explosives were distributed by Shri Prakash 
’Naik, Clerk. He does not know whether Shri Umameshwar Rao after taking 
charge as Mine Manager found that explosives were stored at a different place 
and not In the normal place. He does not know whether Shri Umameshwar Rao 
-made a report to the Head Office stating that on checking explosives were found 
missing and that they were not tallying with the entries In the register, It Is 
not true that explosives were in his custody or charge but he was supervising the 
labourers in the place where he was assigned work. 

76. In short, considering the evidence of Shri Dinanath Desai Ex. 13/W and the 
company’s witness Shri Umameshwar Rao’s evidence on the point regarding the 
responsibility for the shortage of 93 numbers of Gelatine and One Detonator, I 
find that Shri Dinanath Desai cannot be held responsible for the shortage. 

77. As regards the van-ious allegations In respest of which Enquiry Officer found 
Shri Dinanath Desai guilty as mentioned in his finding Ex. 12 /E, there is no 
evidence or material before me. Hence on merit I cannot hold Shri Dinanath 
Desai guilty for misconducts under clauses 21(a), 5, 11, 12, 27, 28 and 38. 

78. In short I find that even on merit and material before me, Shri Dinanath 
Desai Is not found guilty of any misconduct. Hence the action of the management 
of Messrs. S. Kantilal and Company Private Limited In dismissing the workman 
■Shri Dinanath Desai, Foreman, Sirgal Mine with effect from 14th April. 1969 is 
■not lustlfled. He is therefore entitled to reinstatement with continuity of service 
and back wages together with all benefits with effect from the date of dismissal 
till the date of reinstatement. 

79. It appears that Shri Dinanath Desai was suspended by the mamagement. 
As his dismissal has been set aside, he will be entitled to full wages and benefits 
for the period of suspension. Hence my finding on Point Nos. (ill) and (Iv) are 
as above. 
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80. I n view of the above findings, I pass the following order:— 


ORDER 

d) It Is hereby declared that the action of the management of Messrs 
f ■ Kantllal and Company Private Limited In dismissing the workman 
Shri Dinanath Desai, Foreman, Sirgal Mine with effect from 14th. 
April, 1969 is not Justified, and that he is entitled to reinstatement 
with continuity of service with back wages together with all benefits 
from the date of dismissal till the date of reinstatement. 

(ii) The company is directed to reinstate Shri Dinanath Desai with immediate 
effect and to give him continuity of service and back wages and other 
benefits till the date of reinstatement. 


(Ill) Award Is made accordingly. 
(lv) No order as to costs. 


(Sd.) N. K. Vani, 
Presiding Officer, 

Central Government Industrial Tribunal No. 2, Bombay. 
Schedule ‘A’ 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL NO. 2 

AT BOMBAY 


Reference No. CGIT-2|3 of 1970 
Employers in relation to Mis S. Kantilal and Co. Pvt. Ltd. 

And 

Their Workman— Shri Dinanath Desai 

In the matter of the Dismissal from service of Shri Dinanath Desai, Foreman, 
Sirgal Mines. 

Statement of Claim filed by the Workman. 

The Government of India by its Order of the Ministry of Labour, Employment 
and Rehabilitation No. 24|75|69-LR-IV dated Sth January, 1970. in pursuance of 
powers conferred upon it under clause (d) of sub-section (1) of Section 10 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) has been pleased to refer the 
above dispute to this Honourable Tribunal. The sublect matter of the dispute- 
is as follows:— 

Schedule 

Whether the Action of the Management of Messrs S. Kantilal and Company 
Private Limited, Curchorem (Savordem) Goa In dismissing the work- 
man Shri Dinanath Desai, Forman, Sirgal Mines with effect from 
14th April 1969 was justified? If not, to what relief is the workman 
entitled. 


2. Messrs Kantllal and Company Pvt. Ltd. are Mine owners with their Head 
Office at Margao, Goa and carrying on mining activities at Villiena, Modlo Tuor, 
Khute Ten* Barazan, Neturli, Sekorda, Nanora and other mines. It is one of 
the leading Mining Firms in Goa and was established from 1 848(49, 


3 I was appointed in the capacity of a Supervisor on the mines from the 
year 1955 and have worked In most of the mines of the Company during my 
service of 14 years, I qualified mvself as r Mines Mate and was designated as 
a Foreman some two years back. My duties as a Mines Foreman were assigned 
to me by Mr. Manilal S. Gosalia who was overall Manager looking arfter the 
mining operations of the Company. As Foreman I was assigned duties periwU- 
eally aiffi on the 25th March 1969 I was given a Memo of Duties of Foreman 
which read — .. 

1 He will be responsible for quarry No. 1 to arrange for removal of the 
overburden and formation of benches. 
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2. He must always be at the work spot to see that is carried out under 
his personal supervision. 

8. Work should be done safely. 

4. Regulation 106(1) should be fully complied with. 

6. If any violation is noticed due to negligence of duties, he will be solely 
held responsible for the consequences. 

6. He should himself fill up all the columns in his daily report book and 

promptly sign. 

7. As advised to you personally by the Deputy Director of Mines Safety 

on 20th March, 1969 you must follow the regulations and do safe 
and careful work. The Manager should be daily consulted for taking 
proper instructions before going to work and report after the termi- 
nation of work regarding his performance. 

8. If he will do no safe work and accident takes place due to his neglig- 

ence he will be held responsible for the same at Quarry 1. 

9. He should not leave the quarry till the shift is over or work completed 

whichever is last. 


For S. Kantllal & Co. Ltd. 

Sd/- MANILAL GOSALIA. 


I was assigned these duties at Quarry No. 1 at Sirgal Mines as a Foreman 
and was doing my work there before dismissal of my services. 


Short History of the Present Dispute 


4. I have an unblemished service of 14 years in the Company and have work- 
ed to the complete satisfaction of my superiors and there is not a single note 
against me. There was never a complaint against me that I was incompetent 
or dishonest in my duties. 


5. Onel day in the month of March 1969 a theft of explosives and detonators 
took place in the Sirgal Mines. As reported by the Clerk PrakaBh Nalk it was 
informed that two boxes of detonators were missing from the explosive godown. 
This clerk Prakash Naik was also in charge of the Godown from which the 
explosives were missing and he held the keys to the Godown. At that time the 
Mines Manager was absent from the mine and I was asked to inform the incident 
of the missing detonators to the Savordem Office and I had accordingly made 
a report of this to the Savordem Office. The letter was addressed to the General 
Manager Mr. Gosalia at the Savordem Office. 


6. In reply a letter was sent to the Sirgal Mines addressed to the Mines 
Manager and also to me to make a report of the theft to the police. I was to 
make the report to the police in case the Mines Manager was absent from the 
mines. I had accordingly lodged a complaint of the missing boxes of detona- 
tors to the Sanguem Police Station in whose jurisdiction the mine is situated 1 . 
The police came to the place of theft and held an investigation. During the 
investigation one of the Clerks Mr. Kundaswamy told the police that he strongly 
suspected the blaster Mr. M. Dorai who might have committed the theft. Mr. 
Dor at was arrested and taken to the Sanguen: Police Station and there detained. 
The Company held no departmental inquiry into the incident of the theft of the 
two boxes of detonators, and after the police report was filed the Company 
management took no further action to find out the culprits. The incident of 
theft took place in the first week of March 1969. 


7. On the 26th March 1969 I was surprised to receive a letter from the 


Company Management which read as under: — 

No. 2313169 
Shri Dinanath Desai 


Kantilal & Co. Ltd. 

Mines Owners 
Curchorem, Goa. 

Dated 26th March 1969 


Foreman 


Sirgal Mine 

You have been found responsible for the theft of explosives and detonators 
at Sirgal Mine and the cost of these shall have to be recovered from your 
salary. 
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Please explain why your services cannot be dismissed and legal action taken 
on you for your Irresponsibility and misappropriation of the Company property 
and goods. Your reply should reach this office within 2 days of the date of this 
letter. 

For S. Kantilal & Company Ltd. 

(Sd.) Manilal Gosalia. 

On receipt of thlsl letter I replied that the theft of the explosives had taken 
place without my knowledge. And that the Mines Manager is responsible for 
the goods of the Company. 

I was subsequently suspended by Letter 29|3j89 dated 29th March 1909 and 
asked to attend an Inquiry at the Savordem Office ,on 8th April, 1989. (Letter 
Encloses and Marked Annexures 1 and 2). 

8. At the so-called inquiry which was conducted by the Labour Officer of the 
Company and before the said Inquiry I was not issued a Chargesheet enumerat- 
ing the exact charge for which an inquiry was to be held. At the Inquiry the 
Company examined two witnesses one Kundaswami who works as a Clerk and 
Shivram Curdicar Supervisor, neither of them made statements accusing me of 
the theft of the Explosives and detonators. The Charge of theft of Detonators 
was not established against me. Besides these two witnesses of the Company 
no other witnesses were examined in my presence at the inquiry, I pleaded 
not guilty for the loss of the two boxes of detonators and also informed the 
Inquiry Officer that the Clerk Prakash Naik was indharge of the Explosive 
Godown during the day and that he held the keys to the Godown and that 
during the night he used to keep the keys of the explosive godown with the 
master on duty. The Masters Qn duty were either Kundaswamy, Shivram Curdi- 
car, Suresh Moraskar or others. None of the above mentioned persons were 
however asked to make statements at the inquiry proceedings. Neither was 
Prakash Naik who held the keys to the explosives Godown brought to make a 
statement at the Inquiry proceedings. 

9. The Inquiry was thus a farce and no charges were proved against me 
of having stolen the company property and how. The inquiry violated the 
principles of natural justice and was mala fide and motivated only to show that 
an inquiry was held* with nothing to prove against me. 

10. After this so-called inquiry into false charge against me of being res- 
ponsible for which the management had already decided even before the 
inquiry had started as the letter dated 26th March, 1969 quoted in full above 
in para 7 making out that I wasi to pay for the missing detonators from my 
salary. I received an Order of dismissal No. 14/4/69 dated 14th April, 1969 
which reads as under: 

Mr. Dinanath Desal, 

Quepem, Goa. 


Dismissal Order 

Further to this Office letter No. 29|3]09 dated the 29th March 1989 as the 
charges levelled against Mr. Dinanath Desal were proved, the 
management is constrained to dismiss his service in the Company 
with immediate elTect. 

For S. KANTILAL & COMPANY LTD. 

Sd: Manilal Gosalia. 

11. I state that the dismissal Order passed against me is vitiated and in 
violation of fair-play, enquity and natural justice and is mala-fi.de, unjust and 
amounts to wrongful dismissal on framed up charges in order fo make me a 
scape-goat for the missing detonators which is a serious offence for which the 
company can be charged under the explosives act. 

12. I further state that I made inquiries about the police complaint I had 
lodged at the Sanguem Police Station in the first week of March 1969 about 
the theft of the two boxes of explosives and the arrest of M. Dorai the blaster. 
The Police Inspector Mr, Kashinath Dessai informed me that the blaster M. 
Dorai was released on the personal intervention of Mr, Manilal Gosalia the 
Manager who had come to the police station and had got the blaster released 
on a statement made Iby him that the two boxes of Detonatory were found by 
the Company and there was no need to proceed with the case as filed by the 
Foreman Mr. Dinanath Desal. 
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13. I further state that my duties as Foreman at the Sirgal Mines have been 
enumerated by the Management and which have been quoted in para 3 page 2 
of this Statement of Claims. No where is it mentioned that it is part of the 
duties of the Foreman to supply explosives or detonators which are taken 
directly by the Blaster from the Mines Explosive Godown and the Incharge 
of the Explosive Godown Mr. Prakash Naik during the working hours. The 
account of explosives taken and returned is entirely maintained by the this 
Incharge of the Explosives Godown. Neither have I during the tenure of my 
service as a Foreman on the mines of M|s. S. Kantilal handled explosives or 
kept the account of explosives used for the purpose of blasting. 

[Sec para 13(a) pn page 8] 

14. I wish to further report that the Company Management have subse- 
quently dispensed with the services of this Prakash Naik who was a temporary 
employee of the Company. Similarly the temporary services of Kundaswamy, 
■Suresh Moraskar the Masters were dispensed with. Similarly the blaster M. 
Dora! who was arrested and subsequently released from police custody on the 
intervention of the Management left service of the company. 

16. I state that the action of the Management in dismissing me from service 
is prejudicial and the incident of the theft of the explosives was used in order 
to get rid of me as I was one of the senior most members of the staff with 
14 years of service and my normal retrenchment from service would be a costly 
Item for the company. 

18. I state that the Management in dismissing me from service have violated 
their own standing orders which makes it obligatory to charge sheet the work- 
man and prove the charges before dismissal from service, neither of which has 
been done thus violating the principles of natural justice, equity and fair-play 
and in contravention of the rules of conduct of the company and my dismissal 
is bad in law. 

17. In the circumstances it is prayed that this Honourable Trjjbunal will be 
pleased to set aside the order of dismissal and reinstate me in service with 
full back wages and continuity of service with full payment of compensation 
for the loss of employment and mental anguish and torture I have been made 
to suffer for the dismissal for theft of company property for which I am not 
guilty and which has not been proved either at the departmental inquiry or 
in a Court of Law. This dismissal amounting to character assassination and 
deformation. 

18. 1 further crave leave to add, amend or alter this statement of claim if 
and when found necessary. And further crave leave to file a rejoinder in reply 
to the written statement of the Company If found advisable. 

Dated this 15th day of March 1970. 

(Sd.) DINANATH DESSAI. 


Verification 


I, DINANATH DESSAI. DO HEREBY STATE AND SOLUMNLY AFFIRM 
THAT THE STATEMENT OF FACTS CONTAINED IN THE ABOVE STATE- 
MENT OF CLAIMS ARE TRUE TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND 
BELIEF. 


(Sd.) DINANATH DESSAI. 


Add after Para 13 in Statement of Claims. 

Para 13 (a) I wish to state that to the charge of pilferage of diesel made 
out in the Suspension letter No. 29|3)89 dated 29th March, 1969 I have stated 
Ht the Inquiry that there was no theft of Diesel and that in my capacity as 
toreman I had already reported that Francis Driver had my accident dashed 
the Loader on Diesel Drum which had burst. This statement of mine was 
collaborated at the Inquiry by my witnesses Philip Dias and R. Sundaram both 
Mukadams. The Inquiry officer had recorded this statement at the Inquiry 
proceedings. The Company Management had produced no witnesses to state 
that I had pilfered the diesel. 


(Sd.) DINANATH DESAI. 
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Annexure 1 


S. KANTILAL & CO. LTD., 

Mine Owners, 

Curchorem, Goa. 

No. 29/3/69. Dt. 29th March 1969- 

Shri Dinanath Desai, 

Foreman, 

Sirgal Mine. 

You are hereby suspended from duty pending enquiry on charges levelled 
against you for the pilferage of Explosives and Detonators, and diesel at Sirgal 
Mine. 

For S. Kantilal & Company Ltd. 
(Sd.) Manilal Gosalia. 

CC: — Manager, 

Sirgal Mine. 

Annexure 2 


S. KANTILAL & CO. LTD., 

Mine Owners, 

Curchorem, Goa. 

No. DE/4. Dt. 7th April 1969. 

Shri Dinanath Desai, 

Foreman, 

Sirgal Mine (under Suspension). 

Dear Sir, 

An enquiry will be instituted at 10 a.m. on 8th April 1969 in this office on the 
charges levelled and provel against you for the pilferage of Explosives and 
Diesel. 

You are hereby given an opportunity to defend yourself. You should attend 
to the enquiry with personal and documentary evidence/witness to defend your- 
self- 

Yours faithfully, 

For S. Kantilal & Company Ltd. 

(sd:) Not Legible- 


Schedule ‘B’ 
EX-2/E 

S. KANTILAL & CO., PVT. LTD,, 

Mine Owners & Exporters of Mineral Ore, 
P.O. Box No. 2. 

Curchorem, Goa. 


“REGISTERED A/D” 

Dated 24th April, 1970 

Our Ref. SR/30/274/70, 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL-CUM- 

LABOUR COURT NO. 2 


Notice No. CGIT/2/3 of 1970/236/70 


Dated 12 th February 1970 


Employer.— Messrs. S. Kantilal & Company Private 
with Registered Office at Gosalia Building, 


Limited, Curchorem, 
Margao-Goa. 


V/s. 

Their Ex-Workman. — Sri Dinanath Desai. 
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Written Statement on behalf of the Employer, Messrs. S. Kantilal & Company 

Pvt. Limited 

May it please Your Honour 

In reply to the notice No. CGIT/2/9 of 1970/236/70, dated 12th February 1970 
in the above connection this is to state as follows: — 

1. On 24th March, 1969, the Manager of Slrgal Muddi Mine brought to the 
notice of the management, pilferage of explosives at the mine. On receipt of 
this, a personal enquiry was ordered to be conducted by an officer of the company 
who is impartial and having adequate experience in the affairs of the mine 
management, Immediately the said officer (the Mining Engineer of the Company) 
conducted a preliminary enquiry at the mine and submitted his preliminary en- 
quiry report charging Shri Dinanath Desai responsible for the pilferage of ex- 
plosives at the mine. 

2. On 26th March 1969, a Show Cause Notice was issued to Shri Dinanath 
Desai charging him that he was found responsible for the theft of explosives at 
the mine and was asked to show cause as to why he should not be dismissed 
from the service. Within the time allotted the said Dinanath Desai submitted 
an explanation bearing no date. The said explanation was not found satisfac- 
tory and therefore he was suspended from the Company services, by our letter 
dated 29th March 1969, pending enquiry on charges levelled against him. 

3. Having come t 0 understand that the management was going to proceed 
against him on the charges of which he was already aware, Shri Dinanath Desai 
reported sick and did not receive the suspension letter. Later, on. the expiry of 
his sick leave, the suspension letter was served on to him, which he initially re- 
fused to accept and on the advice of the senior officials of the Company finally 
accepted it. 

4- Thereafter again he was charge-sheeted and a departmental enquiry was 
conducted. In this enquiry Shri Dinanath Desai was given full opportunity 
to defend himself against the charges levelled against him. 

5. At the time of enquiry, the said Shri Dinanath Desai was present. One 
witness on his behalf and four witnesses on behalf of the management were 
examined In the enquiry on 8th April 1969. In the course of enquiry all the 
witnesses were available for cross examination. All the charges levelled against 
Shri Dinanath Desai were proved in the course of enquiry, beyond any reason- 
able doubt. Further, many other malpractices, misappropriation incidents and 
corrupt practices etc., indulged into by the said Shri Dinanath Desai were 
brought to light and proved beyond any reasonable doubt, in the course of en- 
quiry. 

6. Shri Dinanath Desai had, in the course of enquiry, the opportunity of cross 
examining all the witnesses, examined on behalf of the management. Similarly, 
Shri Dinanath Desai also had the opportunity of examining the witness, and exa- 
mined him, on his behalf but was unsuccessful in repudiating the charges levell- 
ed against him. 

7. On receipt of the enquiry report in which it was found that the said Shri 
Dinanath Desai was found guilty under the following provisions of the Standing 
Orders of the Company: No. 21(a) (4, 5, 11, 12, 27, 28 and 38), the management 
■dismissed the services of Shri Dinanath Desai from the Company by the letter 
dated 14th April 1969. 

8. We humbly submit that the management is fully justified In dismissing 
the said Shri Dinanath Desai from the company service, 

9. Thereafter sometime, in the month of June 1969, the management received 
a letter No. V-25(27)/69, dated 16th June 1969 from the Asstt. Labour Com- 
missioner (Central), Vasco-Da-Gama, inviting the management to participate 
In the conciliation proceedings regarding Shri Dinanath Desai’s letter No. nil 
dated 17th May 1969 addressed to the Asst. Labour Commissioner (Central) 
Vasco-Da-Gama, 

10. In the said conciliation proceedings, Shri Dinanath Desai was represented 
by one, Mr, George Vaz, who claimed to be an officer bearer of Goa Mining 
Labour Welfare Union (m fact, to our best knowledge and belief the said Shri 
Dinanath Desai was never any member of such Union) . During the conciliation 
proceedings in the office of the Asst. Labour Commissioner, (C) Vasco-Da-Gama, 
Sir. George Vaz referred to the management of this company in an unbecoming 
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and unwarranted language and therefore the conciliation proceedings could not 

E roceed further in congenial atmosphere. However, the management fully justi- 
ed its stand in dismissing Shri Dinanath Desai from the service. 

In view of the aforesaid, we earnestly pray that the action of the manage- 
ment in dismissing the said Shri Dinanath Desai from service be upheld and the 
application of Shri Dinanath Desai be dismissed with legal consequences. 

Dated, this 24th day of April 1970. 

For S. Kantilal & Company Pvt. Ltd. 
(Sd.) Manila:, K. Gosalia. 


Schedule ‘C’ 
EX- 3/E 

S. KANTILAL & CO., PVT. LTD., 

Mine Owners & Exporters of Minral Ore, 
P.O. Box. No. 2, 

Curchorem-Goa. 


REGISTERED A/D 


Our Ref. 36/274/70-CS. Dt. 25th June 1970. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUN AL-CUM- 

LABOUR COURT NO. 2 

Notice No. CGIT-2/3 of 1970/236/70 
Dated the 12 th February 1970 

Employer, — Messrs. S. Kantilal & Company Pvt. Ltd, Curchorem, with 
Registered Office at Gosalia Building, Margao 

Vs. 

Their Ex-Workman , — Shri Dinanath Desai. 

Counter Statement in reply to the Statement of Claims of the Ex-Workman 

In reply to the statement of Claim dated the 16th March 1970 of Shri Dinanath 
Desai, we file our counter statement as under: — 

With reference to para 3 of the statement of claim, it is stated that Shri 
Dinanath Desai was designated as Foreman for the purposes of the provisions 
under Matalliferous Mines Regulations, 1961 and for that purpose the duties cited 
bv him in the said paragraph were assigned to him in compliance with the said 
Matalliferous Mines Regulations, It is also stated that these are in the form of 
instructions for safe working of the mine and they are not the exclusive duties 
of the Foreman. It is stated that Shri Dinanath Desai was “in charge of the mine’’ 
and as such he was assigned additional duties which also included the safe cus- 
tody of explosives, diesel and other machinery etc., at the mine. It may be 
noted that Shri Dinanath Desai has himself admitted in the said para that he 
was assigned duties periodically. Further, Shri Dinanath Desai was incharge of the 
mine, was in overall management of the same and was responsible for all the 
affairs of the management at the mine. 

With reference to para 4 of the claim, it is denied that Shri Dinanath Desai 
had an unblemished service of 14 years in the Company and that he had worked 
to the complete satisfaction of his superiors and that there was not a single note 
against him. It is also denied that there was no complaint against him. In this 
regard it is stated that on 8th June 1968, Shri Dinanath Desai was asked to show 
cause and to explain why disciplinary action should not be taken against him 
for accepting bribes. He submitted his explanation which was received by us 
on 11th June 1968 and thp same was not found to be satisfactory. However, a 
lenient view was taken in the matter and he was warned that any repetition 
would be viewed seriously and disciplinary action would be taken against him, 
vide our letter dated the 11th June, 1968. Again on 27th February 1969, the 
Manager incharge vide his letter No. 682/IMM/Sirgal/complained against the 
illegitimate use of the powers given to Shri Dinanath Desai and that Shri 
Dinanath was indulging in undesirable favours to the contractors at the mine. 
Besides, these there were several other complaints against him, one such being from 
Shri Dorai complaining about the various Irregularities and misuse of powers bv 
by Shri Dinanath Desai. 
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All the aforesaid complaints, explanation, warning etc. are exhibited collec- 
tively to this reply. 

With reference to paras. 5, 6 and 7 of the statement of claim, It is stated that 
Shri Dinanath Desai Is trying to confuse and confound facts in order to create 
confusion in the minds of this Honourable tribunal. The facts cited In the said 
paras have nothing to do with the case against Shrl Dlnanath Desal. It Is stated 
that after the matter of pilferage of explosives etc., had come to the notice of the 
management, the Sirgal mine office was directed to lodge a complaint to the police. 
However, the charges made against Shri Dlnanath Desal and his consequent dis- 
missal are independent and based upon the enquiry report. On 24th March 1909, 
the management received a letter 'from the Manager of Sirgal mine, who joined 
duty on 22nd March 1969, stating that he found gelatine stored In some other 
quarters than the original place. He further stated that the stock in hand did not 
tally with the stock shown In the record book. The said letter Is exhibited here. 
Further separately he made a detailed report complaining about the various Irregu- 
larities and pilferage of explosive etc., at the mine. 

The management, consequently, thought it advisable to look in to the matters 
and Investigate the, same. The mines manager in his report made it clear that 
Shri Dlnanath Desai was responsible for the pilferage of explosives other Irregu- 
larities. On this, the management ordered a preliminary enquiry to be conducted 
by an officer of the Company, who after enquiry submitted his preliminary report 
charging Shri Dlnanath Desai as responsible for the pilferage of explosives at the 
mine. 

On 26th March 1969 a show cause notice was Issued to Shri Dlnanath Desal 
charging him that he was found responsible for the theft of explosives at the mine 
and was asked to show cause as to why he should not be dismissed from service. 
The explanation submitted by Shri Dlnanath Desai to this was not found to be 
satisfactory and as such vide the Company’s letter No. 29/3/69 dated the 29th 
March 1969, he was suspended pending enquiry on the charges levelled against 
him. The charges levelled against Shri Dinanath Desal regarding which enquiry 
was to be held are quite clear from the Company’s letters dated the 26th March 
1969 and 29th March 1969 and the chargesheet given to him before conducting the 
enquiry. 

With reference to para 8 of the claim, it Is stated that It Is not true that the 
exact charges were not enumerated before the enquiry was held. It is further 
not true that the enquiry was conducted by the Labour Officer of the Company. 
It is stated that the enquiry was conducted by an officer of the Company, who 
works as a Mining Engineer’s of the Company and who is impartial and has got 
adequate experience at the mines and in their management. It Is not true that 
apart 1mm Shri Kandaswamy and Shri Shivram Khandeparker no other witnesses 
of the Company were examined in the presence of Shri Dinanath Desai. It is stated 
that Shri Dinanath Desai was present and participated In the enquiry and apart 
from himself, also examined witnesses on his behalf. Witnesses on behalf of the 
company were also examined in the presence of Shri Dlnanath Desal apart from 
Shri Kandaswamy and Shri Shivram Khandeparker, and they were all available 
for C.ioss Examination by him. The enquiry officer submitted his enquiry report 
dated the 8th April 1969 and it was found that Shri Dlnanath Desai was found 
guilty of violating the provisions of the Company Standing Orders. The manage- 
ment therefore dismissed the services of Shri Dinanath Desai vide letter No. 
14/4/69 dated the 14th April, 1969. * 

With further reference to para 8 of the claim, it Is stated that it is not true that 
Shri Prakash Naik was in charge of explosives and that the keys were with Shri 
Prakash Naik. Further, it is not true that during night time the keys were given 
to the masters. Is is also not true that none of the masters was asked to make 
statements at the time of enquiry. 

With reference to the para 9 of the claim it is denied that the enquiry was a 
farce and that no charges were against him proved. It is denied that the enquiry 
has violated any principles of natural justice and that was malaflde and motivated 
only to show that an enquiry was held with nothing to prove against Shri Dina- 
nath Desai, 

With reference to para 11, it is denied that the dismissal order is In violation 
of fair play, equity and natural justice and that malaflde, unjust and amounts 
to wrongful dismissal on framed up charges in order to make Shrl Dlnanath Desal 
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a scape goat for the missing detonators which is serious offence for which the 
company can be charged under the explosives act. 

With reference to para 12, It is stated that contents of the same are not relevant 
to the present case. 

With reference to para 13 of the claim, it is stated that the duties as Foreman 
which were enumerated were the Instructions only for the purposes of Matailifer- 
ous Mines Regulations, 1961 for the safe working of the mine and in addition 
to the above Instructions, Shrl Dinanath Desai was “In charge of the mine" and 
had other duties namely overall management of the mine, which includes the 
safe custody of the explosives, diesel etc, 

With reference to the para 15 of the claim we deny that the action of the 
management In dismissing Shri Dinanath Desai is prejudicial and that the incident 
of theft of explosives was used in order to get rid of him as he was one of the 
senior most members of staff with 14 years of service and his normal retrench- 
ment would be a costly item for the management of the Company. It is stated 
that the action of the management was fully justified and that the charges against 
Shri Dinanath Desai were proved beyond any reasonable doubt. 

With reference to para 16 of the claim, it is denied that there was any violation 
of the Standing Orders of the Company and that there was any violation of any 
principles of natural justice, equity and fair play by the management. It is sub- 
mitted that proper and full enquiry was held and fair opportunities were given 
to Shri Dinanath Desai to defend himself. 

It Is therefore prayed that the prayer and the application of Shri Dinanath 
Desai be dismissed with legal consequences and the action of the management in 
dismissing Shri Dinanath Desai from service be upheld. 

Dated this the 25th June, 1970. 

For S. KANTILAL & COMPANY PRIVATE LTD. 

M. K. GOSALIA. 

[No. 24/75/69-LR-IV.] 


ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 27th November 1970 

8 . 0 . 4045 . — Whereas the industrial dispute specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed is pending before Shri S. C. Barua, Presiding Officer, Industrial Tribunal, 
Dibrugarh; 

And whereas the services of Shri S, C. Barua have ceased to be available; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 7A, and sub- 
section (1) of section 33B of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal with Shri G. N. 
Borah, as the Presiding Officer with headquarters at Dibrugarh, and withdraws 
the proceeding in relation to the said dispute from Shri S. C. Barua and transfers 
the same to the said Industrial Tribunal, Dibrugarh for the disposal of the said 
proceeding with the direction that the said Tribunal shall proceed with the pro- 
ceeding from the stage at which it is transferred^ to it and dispose of the same 
recording to law. 

Schedule 


S. Parties to the dispute 

No. 


Reference No. 
and date of Indus- 
trial dispute 


S. O. of Gazette 

Year o 1 P i- 
ca‘l cm 


i. 


Messrs. Assam Oil Company Limited Digboi 
and their workmen represented by Assam 
Oil Company Labour Union, D'gboi. 


No. 25 (i 8)’67-LRI 
dated the xst 
March, 1968. 


904/68 


[No. 25/18/67-LR I/LR IV.] 
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gffawt, 27 1970 


bt® 4045. — wi idii farPrlwg 'm’i^TiPi^ fq qiq, tr^o 

0 JHt( t, ’ftSTlfPT Tlftiqii 0, ’-Tl d) P i + ftfd? "P h h 9T <4 r*-qd ^ ; 

sftr, jtpt: bV° bpbt ti ^ 1 9 grow Tiff ^ ; 


wtf:, m, tfrtfrfPT fwpr *rfsrPm, 1947 ( 1947 w 14 ) q?t srm 7 -v ttTt 
trnrj 33 -w qft grtmi ( 1 ) sra ttb Trfwrf sptPi §tt, wjffa wvt tt ^stskt 
flJ’P ET^tAPi^b wfiFPTN Ofid qi 4cfl $ f^fTTP 'ffSTTffd srfy + 1 Cl ^ff 'jff o trg o 4 "! (j ^ j{l J *l, p3PT Pr 
tJWHiPTT fa|*r$ {[fOT *ft 4. pft HTT o iff 0 WT SIT Tf (qqm if deq,3 'TTpJTfi^f Pt TlfTR 
M ^ nil < gif 'd j w ^FPr^ijH p Pi h did p Rr<i 1 d4d w^^ftPrp fit itt Pt^tt 

*& bt*i wtrtcrfwr Wxfr | Pp gw pfewr Btr tip? ppPtt^ grr irqur 3r qr^ir Ptb qr ^ 

3% t phmPw qft oriq; *fk Prfa £ spjttr tw Ptwft qr^rr i 


WPS* 


wr fTTur q> t TW t M < 

sVtPpt Prtc Ppm 

TTJTW $ WoSTTo 

Bo 

BWT flTfta 

BWT/5PPTTJPT tt ^ 

1 — wpt *rm fWr, 

Bo 2 5 ( 18)1 6 7— *T5T 0 

904/68 

tffT W qnlwT, frm 

*rnco-i, Mfm- jupt 


jrfgprfaw sum stppt wpff 

Bt4, 1968 


eN < JJpPFT, fsfiqli *1 icfl ^ 1 




[TTo 25( 18)/67-13 [WoWRo-1— ITWo *NT-4] 


New Delhi, the 28 th October 1970 

8.0. 4046. — Whereas in the course of conciliation proceedings the employers 
-in relation to the management of Star Construction and Transport Company, 
Sankari West and their workmen represented by India Cement Employees’ Union, 
Sankari West arrived at a settlement on the 7th April, 1969; 

And, whereas, in the opinion of the Central Government a doubt has arisen as 
to the Interpretation of the said settlement on the question specified In the 
Schedule hereto annexed, and the Central Government considers it desirable to 
refer the question for Interpretation; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by sections 7A and 36A 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby 
constitutes an Industrial Tribunal with Thiru S. Swamikkannu, as Presiding Officer 
with headquarters at Madras and refers the said dispute for adjudication to the 
said Industrial Tribunal. 


Schedule 

Whether the management of Star Construction and Transport Company, 
Sankari West P.O. Salem District have correctly interpreted and 
Implemented clause (6) of the mutual settlement dated the 7th April, 
1969 in permitting sub-contract system at the unloading point? If not, 
are the workmen engaged by the sub contractors required to be 
absorbed by the Management of Messrs. Star Construction and Trans- 
port Company?, 

[No. 36(49)/69-LR TV.] 
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fefr, 28 197 0 

WTo 3046. — % sVr RR *FR*fT, 

tf'F'ft ^TR % SR^iRfFS' % tfR TR^R, f5R*FT arffifafFIR 

^'fsipT Tftfc ^ B>.ft #R V Tcfl % 7 5RFT, 1 9 6 9 V\ i™F TMhSTTt^ JfT 

f^nn; 

%ftx , fofttr q?r tr Jr stptj jpft ^ 

ifrfatrf'RT % srqfam % w^Fti n far w | sfr? %?sftsr srutr rt spr *fT 
*r«rf?sprT %; ftrftRT jfrtt ^ra^fR twwcfl | ; 

?)Rt:, 5R, ?faftf»PF fRp? srfVrf^iR, 1947 ( 1947 ^T 1 4) 3?T BTTT 7-^ «ftT 
3 6-^ 3TTT STgTvT Rrf*RT*f“f ’FT 5R>T ^TT, %RR FT*FR TTfl^RT F^ wWTf*PF «rflRR«r 

Rot sFTtft | tftspfR wftmft «ft f«re q*r° PTTfoww RR f^rwr tjothot 
RffET ^TT *tR 3OT fwrr 'FT 3TOT sfeftfw *rfw ,{ t> RT Tt RF-rfr'ip-PT % f%T^ Rffw 
SFTcft | I 


T^TT RR RRT JT^TFl <t> t-H fit , TTRPR 0 "t> -Tl %R, f'TTFTT % TpiFtTfR % 

?TR OTPR J TT% WPT "R ^tiTT-TCfcT ^TT% tFJJTfcr %% H^FT cTrftST 7 wfo, 1969 % 
'TRPlfRF qftfatrfRr % *SP>y ( 5) 3PT E^t trRRPFT ’FRIRfR fel | ? qrfa ^f, rft 
WT RTsSpTR STTT PFTPT qtr V^RTt *ft Trt 4 CdTT R^WFT RtflTd RRTT % SLFN tlRT 
’SflJl Rid f%*il STPTT ST%firRT ? 

[tf° 36 (49)/69-t£To ?TR°-4] 
New Delhi, the 3rd December 1970 

S.O. 4047. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the management of Bansdeopur 
Colliery of Messrs New Bansdeopur Colliery Company (Private) Limited, Post 
Office Kusunda, District Dhanbad and their workmen in respect of the matters 
specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers It desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-sec- 
tion (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal (No. 2). Dhanbad constituted under section 7 A of the 
said Act, 


Schedule 

“Whether the management of Bansdeopur Colliery of Messrs New Bansdeo- 
pur Coal Company Private Limited, Post Office Kusunda, District 
Dhanbad, having regard to their financial capacity are justified In not 
Introducing wage structure and other benefits in accordance with the 
recommendations of the Central Wage Board for the Coal Mining 
Industry as accepted by the Government of India in their Resolution 
No. WB-16(5)/66, dated the 21st July, 1967? If not, what should be 
the Wage structure and other benefits In respect of the workmen 
concerned and from which date?” 

[No. 2 / 92 / 70 -LRII.} 
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f4wft, 3 fcWT, 1970 

*pTo WTo 4047: — TR: %^fTr E7 / FR 44 TT? | fo ^3% ^11^4 SFffpfr 4 P i Pd ft 1 - 4 ' 
firm % sit Jr 4 e4 # 1 # ^Ffr (srr^) faf4£*, ^rtr 5^t, ftrar 

iftwt *i4 «ra^5T *1P^P1 % swnsFfar 4 Rnra: sfrr to% ^Pirf % afar 

t{ t h *te?rfiPF ft'iin [=^"54*1 1 1 

tfrr, TT: %RI4 t TOR faRTT ^ fay Pt^RT «PTTT 3lvf)?T 

RTOtft §; 

<RT:, W *fl«fl , f4«f> fWT ^PuPddd, 1947 ( 1947 «PT 14) ^ URT 10 & TT-BTTTT 
( l) % «sTJT (**) IRT 5RTT STftrFff W SpfpT 5R4 RRFR ^ g R T TO 

Pmr 'd'W ^(yPt^o *i4 ottt 7 -^? % sitTf^r Tfer tr^ir 'oYsfrf^FF siftwRi 
(flWT 2 ), TOR *4 -TFlPT^TT % p-igTo i d *R?4 § I 

**A$l 

"WT 4>i4 Pj ^RRffjT < ti'Hi *T>*-H»fl 5TR[RS fvfRtck- ypT^R ^ 1/^5 1 f^RTT SFTRTT 
q4 *4feR4t % JKSdTO ^ ftcfta sprit 4 rsi 4 jqr, 

7i7T% 1RT 'OTCT TR^TR illl 5R4 4 +vH ETOT H"o4to— 1 6( 5) /66 f 
Tl 'Ct’N 2 1 ' S T'TT^, 1967 4 ^RlRT TsFTT TlfFT % 1%TT %4f4T -H^CI 
4) i ^4 Id 'til PWl %■ yfid 1 < TF5T|^Ct Pi^id (PIT *F^T 4ild4 VHF T PplT ^TTlI 
41oif4d £ ? R^r, eft 4«rfcr *RfoRf iri^ Pftft ott 
«RT RRT <RT ^4 TTf?K fjpR 4 ? 

[4° 2/92/70-^»NRo~2] 

S.O. 4048. — Whereas the Central Government Is of opinion that on industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the management of Birhnipat 
Bauxite Mine of Messrs Hindustan Aluminium Corporation, Post Office Eichu- 
ghuta, District Palamau (Bihar) and their workmen In respect of the matters 
specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers It desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-sec- 
tion (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947' (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of Birhnipat Bauxite Mine of Hindustan Alu- 
minium Corporation, Post Office Richughuta, District Palamau (Bihar) 
were justified In denying employment to 114 workmen out of the 
218 workmen of ex-contractor of the said Mine on reopening and 
resuming of work with effect from 8th March, 1970 under the Com- 
pany’s own Management? If not, to what relief the said workmen 
are entitled?” 

[No. 10/31 /70-LRIVJ 

VToWTo 4048. — RE: %EftE TRTOT ^4 TFT ^ 4 WEEPS' 

4 fci*f*K fr^nrr, fti^i hivh+j (fq?K) 
44 f4$41dd qliti i ac T5TFT % Md-urid 4 d*^i4 Piql'flf'l O i ’PEET'Cf % 4)E w t l*JlPi < t> 
fTTTT fWTPT | ; 
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IPT: TOR faRTC Rff TOTrMrK % fair f® "fa 

■Pfft t ; 

RR:, SIR, RWtfTOF fWTT? gfeffiRK, 1947 ( 1947RR 14) UTTT 1 0 WT 

( i) % gw (*r) itotoitM rr spftR htorr idtrski ^ fwra 

^ RRd srftfftpro w\ am 7-r % snfto Rfer t hr>k sfkfrf*!^ siftrorwr, wr 
<rrt xmftvfcpr % fair Pi?fw Rrofr 1 1 
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r’I'towr gro % 'mzm *ft, Rnroft % srpt ippet ^ stwfa 

'd'tti <a m % S — 3— 7 0 ?T JIT: iftr RRK sip? °t <<T TT RR% , *J'i , j4 

5%RR^ 218 ^Tif t Tt 1 1 4 R^TORTf ^Ft frRtfad RRTO R RWT «FTOT 
TORtfnR «TT ? Rfa R$f, Rt TO rrNrt f%R SfiJcflW ^ IWC | I 

[*r° 10 / 31 / 7 0— -trg° OT7P 4] 


New Delhi, the 8th December 1970 

S.O. 4049. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an Industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Khas Joyrampur Colliery 
of Messrs Khas Joyrampur Colliery Company Private Limited, Post Office Jharia 
(Dhanbad) and their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Cen- 
tral Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad, constituted under section 
7A of the said Act, 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of Khas Joyrampur Colliery of 
Messrs Khas Joyrampur Colliery Company Private Limited, Post 
Office Jharia (Dhanbad) in terminating the services of Shri 
Chandrama Singh, Haulage Khalasi with effect from the 12th June, 
1970 is justified? If not, to what relief is the workman entitled?” 

[No. 21/153/70-LR.II.] 


8fan*TL 197 0 

spTo RTo 4049 — RR: %RfpT TOflf TTR | f% ijtfR ifTLhJ R fMh'ftw; 

frrpft % RT? R RRR tffTR RtqrrrriT JfrrfRpnR RTtpff f^fiTcW, RIW? fflfwri 

(tPTRnr) trnr RmrRjy ^tfrortV R fRRDHff tfrr g?r% rtwrr R sfTO rr 

sfaftfTOR fRSPTTR 

RVT, RR: %RflR RWTT RRR f=TOTC *Ft TOTRfr'jlrRR % fHJ fdRfWR qp-TOT 

TWIPft 

tot:, tot, wfaftfroe Iwr srfErfim, 1947 (1947TR 14) RfftmT 10 vt 
gwpr (1) % gw fg) arm stwt Krfaroff tr tottr rwt %Rflro rwjt Rdtranr 
RWrfRRTRRfr OT7 TOfRfRRK Hi HTTT 7-V TT Rfo=T RRRTT RteftfrUF wftTOTR, 
(TOSTT 2) TORRTT Rit wiTRpfJlRd % fWJ foffw | I 
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“«FTT KffT sffTTTRJT TPTT> TWT"< EJTf^TT 

(sr-rnr) # grtT jftarwjT Tfrf^r-TTt % shfucht sRrfiTfaf?, ifr-N 
^TTtfr T> ^r<TT 1 2 jj/T, 19 70 *T ERTR TT% # spT4^T^V $ ? 

Rft T^r, m tfnNx f*pR RJTfT TT 5TT1T § |” 

[Ro 2/l53/70/Q[?To *IUo-2] 


S.O. 4050. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the management of Nowrozabad 
Colliery, Post Office Nowrozabad, District Shahdol (Madhya Pradesh) and their 
workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said, 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Demand No. 3, — Whether the scales of pay prescribed by the management of 
Nowrozabad Colliery of Associated Cement Company Limited, Nowrozabad, Kotma, 
District Shahdol for their clerical staff need any revision? If so, details thereof 
and method of their fixation in various revised grades? 

Demand No- 39. — Whether the allowance paid to the line mazdoors of back 
shifts, by the management of Nowrozabad Colliery of Associated Cement Company 
Limited, Nowrozabad, Kotma, District Shahdol in addition to their category wage 
for doing gome extra work in course of normal duty is justified; if not what relief 
they are entitled to? 

Demand No- 1(1). — Whether in view of the recommendations of the Central 
Wage Board for Coal Mining Industry, the workload of miners of Nowrozabad 
Colliery of Associated Cement Company Limited, Post Office Nowrozabad, District 
Shahdol requires to be revised? If so, what piecerate should be fixed for the work 
of dressing and loading for them and from what date? 

Demand No ■ 1(11),— Whether the rate of payment per tub made by Associated 
Cement Company Limited, Nowrozabad Colliery, Post Office Nowrozabad, District 
Shahdol to their miners for lead and lift and for ancillary jobs of helping the drill 
operator, helping the shotflrer in steaming shothole, dragging the cable and empty 
tub pushing need be revised? If so, to what relief are the workmen entitled and 
from what date? 

Demand No- 2. — Whether the allowance paid by the management of Nowroza- 
bad Colliery of Associated Cement Company Limited, Nowrozabad, District Shahdol 
to their Trammers for coupling, signalling and setting of points etc. needs revision? 
If so, to what relief are the workmen entitled and from what date? 

Demand No. 23. — Whether the management of Nowrozabad Colliery of Associated 
Cement Company Limited, Nowrozabad, District Shahdol is justified in paying an 
allowance of 15 Palse to the Hammermen operating power hammer? If not to 
what relief are the workmen entitled and from what date? 

Demand No. 25.— Whether the allowance paid to the loco helpers of Nowrozabad 
Colliery of Associated Cement Company Limited, Nowrozabad, District Shahdol in 
addition to their category wage for doing additional work of coupling, signalling 
and setting of points etc., is justified? If not, to what relief are they entitled and 
from what date? 

Demand No- 29- — Whether the action of the management of Nowrozabad Colliery 
of Associated Cement Company Limited, Post Office Nowrozabad. District Shahdol 
in placing Shri Zahur Khan, CCM Driver in Category V of the Coal Wage Board 
Recommendations is justified? Jf not, to what relief is he entitled and from what 
date? 
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Demand No. 33- — Whether the management of Nowrozabad Colliery of Associated 
Cement Company Limited is justified in paying an allowance 9 Paise to the Survey 
Mazdoor Shri Nimalya? If not, to what relief is he entitled and from what date?” 

[No. 5/23/68-LR.II.] 

405 0 - — RT: TElftf TRET dk TIN 1 fa ^>TTTO if fafafaN 

fimf % stt^: Sr firkrNTt, nttnt dtrmNTd, fam nifft (nwt sfaur) % 

smtfad ft farkfaf Nfa ffa'PTTf % did nj. stfaffw fWT kramN t; 

Nk, Nd: %dffa HWT TdT fadTN Vt mqfdNdd % fair ffidfad tpTdt NliFfiN 

sm, nn, wteftfipp fadrc srfkfim, 1947 ( 1947 tt 14) fit ettti 10 

TIETHT ( l) % ’JOS’ (T) JPT 5T4 tT flfadifT VI HTTP *R*FTT EdTJRT 

T^dfeKTl'rTWilTftjfh'TrT^ft'ffRr 7-^ % Niffd ^fsd^dfl^TTdtrTitfkftfr,^ srfSRTW, 

3MTJ7 Tit RTTfriTtPi % fafT Mfad STRft % I 




net wr 3 'fair Edrftprfe: tffifc Tupfi fafirjfa, dYrfawr, niRrht, km 
Ngskr # dkkrr^K Tifmfi % sramdsr 5PT ?m faftfafa 
TdTrfld?? % fatr fafad ddn-NRf if fadf JdffaN Li NTNW- 
TdT | ? dfc ft, eft 3ffn d^T fafaf JnTtfad flit T 
3W fcqcRf fafa I 


Nfa WT 39 


i(i) 


Nfa tfwr i(ii) 


«ETT rfriR dR'pft fafaL*, dVO'dRTd, TlW, fadT 

uifskr ffr dkikrrfTT vtftprtf % tmtfaT sttt 3«p fwf % 
TT5o TrPR'f ftt TdTNfiN tX/\ % ^TFT fT Nfaffad dfa 
*mf % fad j-rfdfr 5Td4 PT^ft «t? d'fdfTTd far RE WT Rfatfad 
t ? Tfc dff, rft i fad N^dfa % S^TTt t 7 

Wr ftmr SMN ENET % %dffa NNftt dfa kEfiTffa f *pf PTR 

if Ejif Jjr, EdrfWTy Nfifc TUT-fi faffa?? rfrifa 
ffkrdrdir, km dfrkr ffr dkVPrrc dirfaNTr % ftfRirr % 
RTi^trn: m <jdd<sT ij T TRr tu | ? trfc ft, tfi i knr 

wk Tftfr ip % krq Tu+‘ kn? fk’ ?ff ^rTr^'TEfr Tf fpw 
dfr rprrft difftr ?fnr PifET K ? 

m urfrkrtrfeff krktS^, pVtfimt Tit^dfr, n«t.Nr 

dkkriimT, fw jet wt qrffppf ffr tr %f\x kr<R 

k: krq; ?fk x?r vnff, w 

tet-r ftr srr^'m if nte wtfif PTd p;kr, ’rflmr 5fk 

^Rfr ZW ET%T^ % TEif % kp[ srfd 2R 

fTp !jft WTfiTUTpdr | ? dfd ft, dt fifEtHT f*pN N^dW % 

fETt | TfVr f«pd dRf<3 N ? 
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eht 2 tti iTTfr tYFtj tTYt TTf P=rw?T, Ykt^rrsiK, fu^rr tY 

ffYY'Ti THT tYpTRY % BRITT ITT! BIT £<TG lY W, TPT'T, 
TT%T YY (fmPTJr) lf)T r -WFZ Yl TRY pffe % f-TCT fiY Bl 
Iff *Tf JffdfPT IffY fY ffTRTTMT £ ? fffif gr, ffY TBIR 
Ffiff ffffffTI % f YYl FT! TRrff ff ? 

Biff BW 23 wr 'Tffir^fes' YRT fiTlYf FtFbII, bYtYTiTTC, fffffr 7T?sYff # 

ffkYfffsm? tYFirY 4? sr^en'a- tY ttit |iv spr tttii ttY 
ffi% £BTBlY 4t 15 If If Tf IffrtT lY TT^Tf^r PTiTlFlff 
% ? iFs ff|l, cff TRKR f% 6 T B^TYT $ s^TR $ *Yt fYff - 
ffn£YT Y ? 

rptbw 25 bfti t[5rYFffYFdi tunYt ffffaJy, Ytirffi'ini, fiffT siffYff 
tY YkYffiffiff tYFtrY i iRY rtttkY tY, ttFii, bYt 
YY (fTT-TFTT) tFr R,q -?2 Yi sfrR BrFff % ’tFtFrt 
% Ft? wY 7W iff^YY; bFtPbti, fur nr BffT ?ti Y rfiff 
| ? fffi ff?fr, bit %i b ijin % erti r | bYt Fir ffmff Y ? 

BR BWI 29 "Fir rTqfrfflYfir? YYYl TBffffl fffYrSl, iPfitR YFTTffPTTI, fffffi 

5r?Jt5T tY YrYffriR ffrfffiir % T-miff tY ‘sY igR stt, 
m Yr trq, brpf tY iYtbt bttttY 4\i Yt Pqr^rfcwrf % tt<t 5 Y 
tbY tY ^rY'TrjY ^trYFtt Y ? fffs ff§Y, Yt n Ftr B'jffY'T 
TiT $iwr | sYff Ffiff TncYflT Y ? 

bit bw ,33 tit YYrfYYfn YYYi nfir Fb-Fb^s tY YYYiiir tYFirY Yr 

tthY ttt bbti b rY Ftbbt YF 9 4 Y •<tbt Ytt RiRtFr^f 

£ ? Tfa b^Y, Yt ^ F??(t sittYt % ^ttit I YtT Ftr ’rrY'i 

t ?'■ 

[Yo 5/23/«8-F 7: ra5rRo-2] 
New Delhi, th e Qth December 1970 

8.0. 4051. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an Industrial 
dispute exists between the employers In relation to the management of Benalee 
Colliery of Messrs Nimcha Coal Company Limited, Host Office Nandi, District 
Burdwan, and their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Indus- 
trial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of Benalee Colliery was justified in not allowing 
Shri Kamala Kant Misra, Time Keeper with effect from the 24th 
March, 1970 and Shri Jagannath Dubey, Driller and Shri Ramanand 
Pandey, Guard with effect from the 28th March, 1970 to resume their 
duties? 

If not, to what relief these workmen are entitled?" 


[No. 1/331/70-LR-II.] 
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R$ fefr, 9 te-TOTO, 1970 

VTo Wro 4 050- — TO: RTTOT ^ TFT $ fv < PP^T *f fa P i (fog 

y RTt t iforf fREro Rfor TO*Rft fRf»rc« mR< RRfr, fror r3rtr TOi*fr 
^ tortrr ?r Bros: mrni nftT rr% to3to rt ^ Ir ^ tfrcfrfw fwi 
fatPTlR t; 

5fk TO: frtftJT R^TO? fESTT^ tfl ^RFRfR^RR % faR MfsIR TORT 
RRWft I; 

Wcf : TO, sffaflfRRT faRTR RfafRRR, 1947 ( 1947 TO 14) RRT 10 qfft TO- 
sht (1) % gw («r) aro tor Rfrotfi to tort to?T jtt %rJ\r rttot tp^grrr 
rto faRTR rt) rrr RftifRRR stttt % ssfto RftR sfiRTfw flfwTOi, ttotit Rft 
TOTqfrofro % ftrq Fr^Pjir to^E $ 1 


TO* 

"TOT RRT# TOfTOrO % 5TTOJRTO TO sfr RRRT TOR fTOT, STTO^TT: Vt 24 
RT^, 1970 ft «flT «ft TOTOTR f$RT tfk «ft TTRTRTO RtV, Rli 2S 

RF#, 1970 ft TOpft 7^ JR: RT7TR R TO% ^RT TOTRtfRR *TT ? Rfa Riff, 
tft % TOfTOT fifRT *PJR>T % fTOUT ^ I 

[ro i/33/70-qRo«nro-2] 

S.O. 4051. — WHEREAS The Central Government is of opinicn that tn industrial d'tjute 
exists between the employers in relation to the management of Khas Sijua Colliery of Messrs Kha» 
Sijua Coal Company (Priate) Limited, Post Office Siju“; District Dhanbsd, and their worliren in 
respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed: 

AND WHEREAS the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said dilute 
for adjudication ; 

NOW, THEREFORE, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) 
of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1547 (ra of r947)> the Central Govertrr.ent hereby 
refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Ccmrirent ircustrn , Ttilirtl (No. 3), 
Dhanbad, constituted under section 7 A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

"Whether the action of the management of Khas Sijua Colliery of Messrs Khas Sijua Coal 
Compny (Private) Limited, Post Office Sijua- District Dhfrbrd, in refusirs urflcy- 
ment to the under-mentioned workmen from the date mentioned agair.Bt etch is justi- 
fied ? If not, to what relief are the w orkmen concerned entitled ? 



i ' the workmen 

Designation 

Date of stoppa- 




gc of work. 

I 

2 

3 

4 


1 Haricharan Nonia 
3 Burzu Lai Nonia 

3 Monia Kamin 

4 Jagdish Nonia, 

5 Mahaswer Kamin 

6 Alkhi Kamin (I) . 

7 Magre Kamin 

8 Rammudin Nonia. 

9 Daratni Kamin 


igon Loader 

15-5-197° 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
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I 

2 






3 

4 

10 

Mahajoy Nonia . 






Wagon Loidcr 

X5-5-I970 

II 

Rant Bhajan Nonia. 






Do. 

Do. 

12 

Chanri Nonia. 






Do. 

Do. 

13 

Mangri Kamin. . 






Do. 

Do. 

M 

Dcwsaran Nonia. 






Do. 

Do. 

13 

DomatiaKamin . 






Do. 

Do. 

16 

Munarik Nonia . 






Do. 

Do. 

17 

Bachu Kamin 






Do. 

Do. 

18 

Sabran Nonia 






Do. 

Do. 

19 

Sankar Nonia. 






Do. 

Do. 

20 

Dankashrj Kamin 






Do. 

Do. 

21 

Ram Prasad Nonia. 






Do. 

Do, 

22 

Dularia Kamin 






Do. 

Do. 

33 

Harihar Nonia. . 






Do. 

Do. 

24 

Bart i Kamin 






Do. 

Do. 

25 

Mungar Nonia 






Do. 

Do. 

26 

Jhimri Kamin 

• 




• 

■ 

Do. 

Do. 


[No. 2/137/70LR. II ] 

•FTo WTo 40 5 2.— WcT : %7sfal ETTTT q?t TTR | fa it fafaffaz 

fatfal % ST* if flW T 5 TW ftF[WT dfar RRtfat (STFAH:) faftzT, ftrsiWT, f^TvTT 

qtt isTTA fAdWT 'til fa 't tt % 5TARJtT' ; d' % Rdi§ ffarfaAit wfa A^fa TWITl ^ <ftW 

Tpr ^eflfab f^RK fatlAIA I; 

wfa wct: raff fan? vt iwiTrfawR % failfrd vftt Rtsnfa 

EAIrldt ft ! 

Wd :, Wd -•Mls'flfw fadR wfafdAA, 1947 (l947 dT H)?ttTFT 10 AA- 

trm ( 1) % ^ (a) sft JRvr siftddi at sfadi A-d gq, q^stn tfaf Add fadR 
a) ■ wMrft qtt srm 7-?; 97 srofa Effect %Rta tfaf wfarfaA wfa^cj, (aftt 2), 
saar At RRf>rjfad % faq fadfad °fFdt ft 1 

"w JFrrfwm faqtwr Afa ARdt (rt^a) fa fa 5 a, itw fa art, fawT 
HARK qtt NTR fAJ]WT ArfaRA) % SR^SIATA AT ?ffa dfad ARATrf At RRfa 
%■ atr if nf dKfar it Ruflfad r srat afT +Hkn(t 

RnitfAd t ? dfa dft, dt RRfad araf fad *pjd>i ^ ^arf | ? " 


ARR° 


ARAK AT ATR RATR ATR AR AFT 


1. JlfaNFT AtfdRT 

. AAA Afar 

15-5-1970 

2. AFilFuvl *flfa' t il 

. wrcfa 

RAtafa: 

3. R'tfdAT Alfad 

. RRNft: 

RAtRft 

4. RRAtA hIRibi 

. RAfafr 

RAWfa 

5. RfTFAA Alfad 

. RAldK 

RAfafi: 

6 . WFjft Aifai ( 1 ) 

RAtAft 

Rdfaft 
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1 2 


3 


4 


7 . 

him firftrd 

9 . 

hIPihI 

9. 

si mo nl Phi 

10. 

HgJ'jfld 'll Pi HI 

11. 

TFT fiTFT fitffPTT 

r\ N i*' 

12. 


13. 

fif-nt Trfffif 

14. 

7 d'6T 7 T fitfddT 

15. 

infiTpFTT T'lpH'i 

16- 


17. 


18. 

fiUTPr fftfffffT 

19. 

firf-pir 

20. 


21. 

TFT srffra fflfprr 

22- 

JM pMI 1 'tilpH'1 

23- 

iJP'Cq 1 ’. 'TtpFTT 

24- 


25. 

fitffTfftPFTT 

26. 

fSTffft 'tilfH'l 


. inrhft 
. wt'rfr 
. 2T«fFrT< 

. wKft 
. wfaft 
. wfrfr 
. wtrft: 

. 

. TTtrfr 
. zrtfTrPr 

. mnfx 

. *r*ftqrfr 
, thitPt 

iTsfTrf^: 

. ipqtrfr 

. ^FTsflVT 
. ^FftTpC 


^nrr’rfr 

j^fTTfr 

cptfTrfr 

Wirfr 

zFrPrfr 

wrrfr 

wfrfe 

WhrfT 

«r*fwft 

JFrrrft 

JDrTrfr 

znfTrfT 

q-«rVrr?; 

T#rft 

15-5-1970 

jrqWfr 


[ffo 2/l37/7 0 — t^r-’JTTto 2 ] 


8.0. 4053. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the East Bhuggatdih Colliery 
of Messrs East Bhuggatdih Colliery Company Private Limited, Post Office Jharia, 
District Dhanbad, and their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 


Now, therefore, in cxeicise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A 
®f the said Act. 


Schkduie 

lr Whether ' the action of the management of East Bhuggatdih Colliery of 
Messrs East Bhuggatdih Colliery Company Private Limited, Post Office 
Jharia, District Dhanbad, in dismissing Shri Hari Kamal Mitra, Min- 
ing Sirdar, with effect from the 18th May, 1970 was justified? If 
not, to whart relief is the workman entitled?” 


[No. 2/149/7 0-LR.II.] 
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ffetfr % *tt^ Sr ifef ^fftferft faftrtr, jtw nffe, fen 

trwrm *fSt wrst^ Ttfent t ir^ra: fefeff *fk sfe 

sft a fr fe fern few t; 

nl < WT o WT <. fferc fejf feffei "nii 1 

ntrncfr $ ; 

¥^r :, 5PT, sflfflfj|+' fw^ STfafWT, 1947 ( 1947 ^ 14) «T?T 10 

wra ( 1 ) ^ (y) am twt ^Tfenf m sr=fer f*j, tor 

siw [4^14 ^ft ^rfwfwnr trnr 7 ^rfer ^pwp % sffefwp srftrwniT 

(ewt 2) yH 4 K aft ^rrfffrfer % fer ffefer aPtTt ^ 1 

"Vtt 4wt fe: 'WRtft? afrfertt sttw fe*nr?, ttph: mffe, fetT 

efrtc aft tjira^ aftferft % srwHfpn aft «ft 5ft aaror fearT, aran 
*r?tt aft is ntj 1970 ft M4^d fet a?t awan^t ^tnrtfer «ft ? afe 

fi^lr, at ar4anr fer anrata aa war £ ? 

[ao 2/149/7 0— t^r 0 ?m:°-2] 

60, 4054. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Kedla Colliery, Post Off lee 
Ghatotand, Hazaribagh, and their workmen in respect of the matters specified 
in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in, exercise of the powers conferred toy clause (d) of sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 2), Dhanbad, constituted under section 7A 
of the said Act. 

Schedule 

"Whether the action of the management of Kedla Colliery, Post Office 
Ghatotand, District Hazaribagh. in terminating the employment of 
Shri K, P, Singh, Despatch Clerk, with effect from the 1st November, 
1969 was justified? If not, to what relief is the workman entitled?’' 

[No. 21/151/70-LR.II.] 

f[« ?1T° 4 0 54.-TT: %"St«r fiT rrc Tt T (T fj f% Wff *f fd'ffffes 

fferr % srr *r %twr Trffi-q-fr, writers, prwrft % rrts fefete wte 

qnferf % sfe ^ srtertffe fenw femTh % ; 

*rte wr : to fferc ^ "'-nwfd'fer % ffe feffer ttptt wfefe 

tmipfr 

m m, ^itertfw fere srfErfew, 1947 (1 947 vt 1 4) ^ stkt 10 
tnr ( 1) % <jc j t (w) <trt rrefr vifeift wr srete rwr i^a^si ci ^rw 

fqcfjcf 'd'td wfyfdMh y 1 ci 7-T % "a *il fi fifid o fdiK v Ptfai <, u i 

(dw 2)1 tpr^R ^'Tf^ferT % fe( wpfV ^ 1 
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sera ft 

o 

“ttt %^rr Tftfftrft, ^ttpr Trftrrh? ftrar Tft ftr 

'ft 0 fftf, ft’PpfftfftT % fftqftsiR TT ET 1 9 6 9 ft HRT r tT TTft # 

^mTft ^rnftfftrT m 7 qfft Rfr, m tetr fer EEftta tt ^r 1 1 ” 

[ft° 2/ 1 5 1/70— tr^To iTRo -2] 


S.O. 4055, — Whereas the industrial dispute specified in the Schedule hereto annexed was 
pending before the National Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad, constituted by the Central Govern- 
ment under section 7B and sub-section (iA) of section 10 of the Industrie Disputes Act, 1947 
(M °f r 947 ) with Shri Kamal Sahai, as Presiding Officer, vide notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour 
and Employment) No. S.O. 3088, dated the 21st August, 1968. 

And, whereas the said Tribunal had ceased functioning w ith effect from the 1st December, 
19693 consequent on the retirement of Shri Kamala Sahai, the Presiding Officer ofthe Tribunal. 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (iA) of section 10 ofthe 
said Act, the Central Government hereby refers the dispute for adjudication to the National 
Industrial Tribunal at New Delhi constituted under S.O. No. 3639, dated 2-11-1970. 


Schedule 


SI. No. Parties to the dispute 


No. of reference Date of 

Reference. 


1. The General Manager, Oil ard Natuta! Gcs Commis- S.O. 3088 21-8-68 

sion, Baroda, ana the Director of Adri '" tut 1 r . 

Oil and Natural Gas Commission- lei rhaver, 

Deh r, duji and their workmen rep-esenteu by Oil 
and Natural Gas Commission Emp'oyecs Mazdoor 
Sabha, Earoda. 




[No. 4 (24)'67-LRIII (LRIV)] 


TT° tsrro 40 5 5 — TT: wft cfTRS T-TgftT ft fftfnfw ftteftlftr iftTK 
rttr srt ftftnfftr fftRK srfftfftTE, 1 9-r, ( 1947 tt 1 4 ) ftf ukt 7~)sr 
ftpr STRT 1 0 ftt 3TSTRr (it) % NftiVT, WTTfT fRTTT % NR, fttL TTTET EftlTT 
(sp? ftk LDWR (ft RET ) 'iTfcT^TT fto TL> ET° 3088 , 21 196 * 

% 5Rr, trfefr sfftrtftnr ?riftTTw, qw&', P-srftft ftterftl'T sfdiTRj' ftt 
ft, ft? w TftRff *rr i 

ftfc TT: ETSRRT % 'ftsiftftE 54 r Tf,T/r, ft TW EfFT, # ft^T fftffvT % qf^WET- 
Efts-T TTT NfftTL 0 ! ft T4T fft?7 RR, 1969ft TFT TRTT TR TT fftET *IT ; 

4ET:, TR, RRT TfftffttET TT aRT 1 0 Tt ^rdRT ( IT) 5RT 5RvT TlfTlftf TT Eftftr 
TTft |7, ft?ftftl TRTTT ftdTTRT fcRR Tft fETEfftom ft? fftP TT’fttR ftVfti'lftT 
tff ffteftt ftfTTo RTo 3 639, frrft’sf 2—1 1-197 0 ft? TErTW EfScT ftlT f, fftifftpr TTtft 
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5pTf» 

fRRP? % 'TWTTL 

fffFR R ° 



l- arar wte xrffa* (fd zrw'H ^ 3 os 8 21s- as 


Rffc'r SMT'T'T TdLWT, TR ?lU 

srrfPFF rr wuftn, rr rrr, T^rr^r 

?fk Rd% TFTTL fRRTT RfRffflkR 
RTRR F®T R^W R TRfrffR ilTRRfRTR 
?wt, zfrir rtrt | 1 

[r° 4 ( 2 4 ) / 6 7-itr 0 ?rrro HI (^0 *rr* 0 iy)] 

S.O. 4056. — Whereas the Central Government Is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Singareni Collieries Com- 
pany Limited, Post Office Kothagoidem Collieries (Andhra Pradesh) and their 
workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas, the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 7A and clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government herdby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal with 
Shri T. Chandrasekhara Reddy, as Presiding Officer, with headquarters at Afzal 
Lodge, Tilak Road, Ramkote, Hyderabad-1, and refers the sajd dispute for 
adjudication to the said Industrial Tribunal. 

Schedule 

“Whether the management of Shanti Khani (Bellampalli Division, Singareni 
Collieries Company Limited) was justified in laying off 106 fillers of 
gangs Number 11, 12, 17 and 18 of Dip Number 20 without wages for 
the period from the 1st May, 1970 to the 12th May, 1970? If not, 
to what relief are the workmen entitled?” 

[No. 7/17/70-LR.1L] 

VL trio 40 56- — Lf 4FSTT (KW TT TFT | f% £RR TTLT.J RRRRr R 
feffdfW fq-q-qr % if fR'Tr>fff TflRRCtR fWdt fRfRJR, 3 TPRT TtRT^faRR tVCr^T- 

fTR (wa r£r) r rrs fdWrTr r>tT trtw % rtr ft ?fr«ftfRT fkmz frw- 
rtr I; 

Td; fcsfa AWT tJfcT fTW Tf -TiTfdjfTd % fRF TTdT arreJRtR 

RRwft $; 

srr:, rr, RtzrtfRr srfirfwT, 1947 ( 1947 tt 14) ^ aw 7 -t 
trm 1 0 TV RTRW ( 1 ) % ^ (r) JW R?R TrPfTTf TT TTtff ifr 
FWFW Ffr rfr.TrfTTh urtrLw fist Tnft | Prr$t RteiRfR RfkmV m 
t|t fftR, ftf 7LT RTTiRR KW Wbf, fLW ft?, TPTTtR, IRTTRK--1 ftw R>T Wff 
fsTTIT Tf=T t/tlfrRL RfsiTTR Tf RFT fRRRR % fRF fffflw RTF? I I 

"FT! TriffT ’rfd (FRRfFR] f?fTRF, fR-Trtfft TtfR=rf|-R TWf) fRfRjr) 
%5WWTT TTfST RFFf 20 % FF RTF! 11, 12, 1 7 18% ISfifqWW 

1 FI?, iro 12 t|f, lELOif # TRTfFr T fRF wrTRT TTdT 

WhtfncT % ? Riff, R> TFTfT fw % ifRT f, ? ” 

[T^ f/it/zO-fRo RW- 2 ] 
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New Delhi , the 10 th December 1970 

S.O. 4057. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Singareni Collieries Com- 
pany, Limited, Post Office Kothagudem Collieries (Andhra Pradesh) and their 
workmen in respect of the matter specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas, the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 7A and clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act. 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal with 
Shri T. Chandrasekhara Reddy as Presiding Officer with headquarters at Afzal 
Lodge, Tilak Road, Ramkotej, Hyderabad-1, and refers the said dispute for 
adjudication to the said Industrial Tribunal. 

Schedule 

"Whether the action of the management of the Singareni Collieries Com- 
pany Limited in laying off all the underground workers (except 
electricians etc.) in the second shift on the 12th August, 1969 and In 
paying them only half wages for the day, ia justified? If not, to what 
relief are the workmen entitled?’’ 

[No. 1/39/70-LR-n.] 


R§ faSvft, 10 fercgT, 1970 

qRo 4057: — tpE TPT $ 1% ^ RTHTa: *T fafa- 

fete fdfq-crf % 'Tit it ff'Tltdl Tr'rfHTfriT 'PRRt TPf^T TT' 71 T [ftnPT 

(otct ’T'Cir) ?r fRtrWrrf 'tr'ri ttt % tYr et NYrnfipr fams fwmR $ ; 

tfrr t j: %rJTT IT f ITT TfcT fTTHf Tt KfiPTfRRRR % f<TT faffalR 'FTRT TiwYth 

RRRtfl | ; 

1947 ( 1947 'FT 14) NTTT 7-^ OITT 
i o ^ ^niTTr ( i) % w («r) sttt str wfirnff tt setYr RTef $>r, rtrk 
(p^iriT rip; sffgfrfrpF 'trfuTTR fifed fi-fet | tfiSUftfi SffufiTft MY ’^.IiE'gTT 
fjEEFTT RSfifiSTfi XERcRPr RTfi, fife, <iu¥TT , i gYfiT fife ERR 

(qqifi tjRg- fifERTTR ^ fiTTfitnufad % ffifi frpaffaRT RTffY § I 

"apiT fen fet feffefefe TmrTl ffiffifei % TPEtraer fifim 

c\ 

TfiTH l ( #f^f>rfe T RTfa RiY Eftsfitfi) ^ 12 fiRPR, 1969 *fY ^TTt fifeY 
iYRrfR%RfeY#j?r^fifeR^'^ ^ ^ ^ 'FPkr^ 

[fi° l/ 39 / 70 -^o fiR>~2] 


S.O. 4058. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial dispute 
exists 'between the employers in relation to the rrenagfn ert o) Mviulidil jctsi Pits Ccfiitiy 
of Messrs Bengal Coal Company Limited, Post Office Mohuda, District Dhenlfd end their 
workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

Ani Whereas, the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said dispute 
for adjudication; 

Now, Therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section ( 1 ) 
of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act 047 (14 of 1947), the Central Goveinrrcnt hereby 
refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Government Industrial Inin ah It. 2 ) 
Dhanbad constituted under section 7 A of the said Act. 
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Schedule 

"Whether the undermentioned workmen were locked out on the dates mentioned against 
each by the management of Murulidib 20/21 Pits Colliery of Messrs Bengal Coal 
Company Limited, Post Office Mohuda, District Dhanbad ? If so, to what relief are 
the W'orkmen concerned entitled ?” 


SI. No. 

Name of the workmen 

Designation 

Date of 
stoppage of 
work 

1 , 

Bhimraj Mahato .... 

. C. C. Machine Driver 

10-4- 1970 

2 , 

Dhuma Mahato .... 

Do. 

11-4-1970 

3. 

Ch. RezakMia. . . , . 

Do. . 

Do. 

4 . 

Topi Roy ..... 

. C.C.M. Driver-c«m-Helper Do. 

5- 

Rasik Mahato .... 

. C.C.M. Drivel 

Do. 

6. 

Muslim Ansarl .... 

Do. 

Do. 

7- 

RamdhaniTeli . 

. Do. 

Do. 

8 . 

Sltaram Bourl .... 

Do. 

Do. 



[No. 2/115/70- LR II] 


▼To giro 40 5 8. -TP: %pftP PTPT7 pft KTP | fa PPP PP1PP P'sj^fv P fafpfprP 


ftw % ttL p ppp pptp *Tp fafppp, tttpt p>$tt, f*pi srpis tfr BPf.w 
20-21 fqspqftfpqCT % qppirfp it pisra farmn pIt pw v «f pp p* 


faPTC fapPTP | ; 

pVt, tp: rrrtpn ptfp fpqi* «p> ?pTPfp#TP £ fap fp?frm ttrt 

PPJTtff I ; 

wt: ^ifVsftfTrpF fwarnr 1947 (1947*114) *fr eltt lopfiprsmr 

( 1) (p) sm qim trrf%^xfT prr spftp *rP gn;, %tt\p p-<*r«' vj s? vi 'rp f^nsr 

PPP pfpfRTP pft UT*’T 7-* % STtflP PfsP pv.RRy PftlRvP 

(P®TT 2 ) STRPTL qrt 7 PTPfp 1J fpq % fat* fpffalp *V?ft $ I 

«TE* 

"ttt ppp qrmr *tp fpfpjp, imt p't^tt, fppr etrptc <t q<pft^Tf 
20/21 fqpp JpVfppfT % pttppp am fp*pfpfap ppptG *rt PeT* 
% PIP?T feT# qf PT Wf prT PRP §T PP fpPT PPT *11 I pfc ^T, Pt 
PpffeTT *P*TT fap PPPTq % 5*T1T t ? 

’pp po tppprr^r % rtp twp ttp pp *7.% qiftoi 


1 . 

tfVpTPr pppt 

2. 

tjprpgpt 

3. 

prerfr ppp fppr 

4 . 

pTpTttp 

5. 

r TPT Piffr 

a. 

^ppppptpV 

7 . 

TTPEpf i 1 %pt 

8 . 

'fipivrp^ff 


ifto ifto ptffr PTPT 10-4-1970 

pp>Td 11-4-1970 

qpfap 11-4-1970 


iftorffoirpo pr^tp^of- pTPpTp 11-4-197 0 

ifYolfl'oppo PTPqt 11-4-1970 

qpfap 11-4-1970 

ppWp 1 1-4-197 0 

qpfacT 11-4-1970 


[po 2/115/70^0 PRO 2) 
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S.O. 4059 — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial dispute 
exists between the employers in relation to the management of South Govindpur Colliery, Post 
Office Kitrasgirh, District Dhanbad and their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed ; 

And Whereas the Central Government considers It desirable to refer the said dispute for 
adjudication; 

Now, Tre'cfore, in exercise ofthc powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section (r) 
of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby 
refers the said lisp ite for adjudication to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, (No. 2 
Dhanbad constituted under section 7A of the Said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of South Govindpur Colliery, Post Office Katras 
garh. District Dhanbad in stopping the following workmen from their work from the 
dates mentioned against their names is justified ? If not, to what relief are the work- 
men entitled ?”. 


SI. No. 

Name 



Designation 

Date of stop- 
page of work 

I 

Jalaluddin Mian . 



Timber Mistry 

8-12-1969 

2 

Ali Mohammed. . 



. Timber Mazdoor. 

27-11-1969 

3 

Suleman Mian 



. Timber Mistry. 

27-11-1969 

4 

Jaminuddin Mian. 


t • 

. Timber Mazdoor. 

27-11-1969 

5 

Mohiuddin Mian. 


* t 

. Timber Mistry. 

8-11-1969. 


[No. 2/163/70-LRII] 

tpre srre 4 0 59 •. — ti: fasfa ftfcer: fa trt | fa ^fa ir fafa- 

ffaTf 3? fat T'JT flfafJTfafafaT, ITTRF; T-T^'T'Tf, ffaTf SR^TP? % SrqvqfaT 

ft fen? fa fair fa far? fa Ffarc’f % qfa fafaffa ffaw? ffaiRR 1 ; 

sstYt, *TT: fafa'-T vr-CTfT WT ffarp? fa RTffafaR % fair fafffaf T7RT qRRfa 
BWcfV | ; 

WeT, TR, fafaffa ffarp? fafafaR, 1947 (l 947 ^TT 14) fa ETTO 10 fa TT- 

«ttt ( i ) tg-fT (qr) rrtr stft srfafa r Tr fafa 4: fa |t fafaq- ftfith: ftT-Trtr wt 

ffap? fa "Jf f trfafaR fa srm 7-T % 5TJR fa5T faiffa FTGfiTF; fafaffa fafaTFR 

(wir 2 ) erstc fa RRfafaR % ffa ffafffar Tfar % \ 

‘far trraq faffafa srrt ^rtfr?, ffarr prtk % nsRifa 

fa ffafarffar qnffafa fa 7fa tri % tthth ffarr fa Rfafaf ft tr % fafar 
fa Trfafa Rfarifa % ? *rfir vrff, fa fair fafaq % tnptr 

t ? 

HR FT ° THT TRR TR tR? tpfa 


fa tnOm 


1 : 5F=rr^^fa ffaTf 

ffasPiffafa 

8-12-1969 

2 5ffa faiTRf 


27-11-1969 

3 famor faff! 

ffaqr fa-fat 

27-11-1969 

4 gffifafT ffart 

ffasR 

27-11-1969 

5 trTffaR fafa 

ffaRT ffafat 

8-11-1969 


[fa 2/163/70-^0 ^TfTo- 2] 
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S.O. 4060. — Whereas, the Central Government is of the opinion that an indus- 
trial dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Singareni Collieries 
Company Limited, Post Office Kothagudem Collieries (Andhra Pradesh) and 
their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas, the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 7A and clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal with 
Shri T. Chandrasekhara Reddy, as Presiding Officer with headquarters at Afzal 
Lodge, Tilak Road, Ramkote, Hyderabad- 1, and refers the said dispute for 
adjudication to the said Industrial Tribunal. 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of Shanti Khani, Belampalli Divi- 
sion, Singareni Collieries Company Limited in not treating (1) Sarva- 
shri Shaik Lai Mohammed, A. Dominic and B. Jakkulu as Electricians 
(Category IV) and (2) Sarvashri Shaik Mahaboob, E. Mallesh, P. 
Laxmanrao and R, Rajam as Electrician helpers (Category II) with 
effect from fifteenth August, 1967, is justified? If not, to what relief 
are the workmen entitled?” 

[No. 7/10/70-LRII.l 

5PTo STfo 4060: — VT: %-T>T -TVfrTT T?f Tro’tfosfftf SFTjT,- R f-iTo- 

fasrifr % 37^: t fpimr Ttfrarnr frfviT, Ttfvisrffa 

(vm 5 t^3t) t fnTtoirf vr tyt; wr-tt v sfrff gfcrtPnr n-orrgc fTtr-iiff 

I ; 


sftz, TTFR TTff felT? TTT ?TTTf (fan % TRFjT "LsRbT 

5Tff:, ?T7, fTTTT 1947 ( 1 947*4(1 14) TT> STRI 7-TTR BTC 

1 0 TH TTsTHT ( l) % gi? (T) ITT' SLfcT TrfTcpfr VI STT>f *?Rq JU , 

&rt TT^ T'r?rrf<TT uf'TTTT trfser TRfr | 'fteirfui srfsr^rfr m ■£;<> wir-wt 

fTT'FT TWRR Hr", ffiTT ItT, RffTTR, 1 jfpTT HR TTRT fTTT? 

TTT vWlffiTT TfcTTHT TT fqrHrfu TTT % fhR fMtiHT TRTT | I 

“ttt wrfff ’tU, iTTTRi fefsm, thr-tirt wfi fortR?? 

% TTTTT 1 5 VTPT, 196 7 ( 1 ) TTRf 5TT RT -f qRtJR, 0 o frfHfh'Tr p-R 

Tfo ipf-FT Tit (TTT— 4 ) % TT if TR (2) Rf«ft TT 

ffto TIT' HR TffTo TTHT 7,> fHfefi?PTh 

(sNt — 2) % RT it T Tit TTTTTft RrTftfh'ff | ? 'ife u?t TT TRTfiR 

frir vffTrr % rrr f? ” 

[(to 7 / 1 0/ 70 — T"T o VRo-2] 

S.O. 4061. — Whereas, the Central Government is n industrial 

dispute exists between the employers in relation to f ieries Com- 
pany, Limited, Post Office Kothagudem Collieries 1 and their 

workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas, the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 7A and clause 
(d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
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1947), the Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal with 
Shri T, Chandrasekhara Reddy, as Presiding Officer with headquarters at Afzal 
Lodge, Tilak Road, Ramkote, Hyderabad-1, and refers the said dispute for adjudi- 
cation to the said Industrial Tribunal. 

Schedule 

"Whether the action of the management of Singareni Collieries Company 
Limited, in refusing to count the previous piece-rate services of 
Sarvashri 1, Dasari Ellaiah, 2. Musala Mallaiah. 3. Sunkari Posham, 
4. Akudari Rajam, 5. Buddarap Chandraiah, 6 . Tombari Lachumaialu 
7. Patha Odeloo, 8 . Palle Rayamaloo and 9. Borlakunata Durgaiah, 
Bank Mazdoors and Sarvashri 1 . Durgam Lingaiah, 2. Jetti Narsaiah 
and 3. Khajamiyya, Bank Muccadams of Morgans Pit for the purpose 
of granting service increments and for refixing wages at the time of 
the implementation of the recommendations of Wage Board, is justi- 
fied? If not, to what relief are the workmen entitled?” 

[No. 7/12/70- LRIL] 

P. C. MTSRA. Dy. Secy. 

H5To WTo 4061.' — RR: %BftR TWIT ^ 7TR | 3RTRI ^ 

fVTiff R f/THT^Tr fHfR£j, sttvrt TtfaRfftt 

(ditr tr^-irr ) r jtrj fRRtaRff R’V 7 % rr RknfRd' fanr fqWR £ ; 

%(U, RT: ffiTTIU ffiTTTv VRR dtf 'RTyfffiJTffiV %R fRfftrd TTRT wftif 
TTRillft ] 

Rffi, RR, fTqTT? RfaffiRR, 1 947 ( 1 947 TT 14) RRT 1 ~% sftT 

qrrr 1 o tV ttrrt ( i ) % R ,r ? ( r ) irri RRnRfffiTR't tt rrVt 
iRtpfrrr qqr tftRtfRT RfaTTR RfecT RT-fi % f5TR% TtST/flR RfaTTfr €to RRCOTt 
%gi gfTT, fRnTr RffiRT R'K ffiN a 7TT, TIRTH, ^TUITR — 1 ?TRT 5W 

TTd ufRT^'JT Tf fRTRfnOTRR R: fTR fffirfvTR RTy?ff £ | 

"*F0T dRfTdH? RTRRT frfaTS % RilRdd <r, RRjfl R>T 

•ffr fdTTfTWf TT RTTRiRRh spTR ERR RRl RffiT ffffRt R^T qyrR % RRtRR 
% far Rtv % q/nfdRfyR %■ fTCT Rfif-R f'PI % RRRT 1- RRtft RfVlRT, 
2- RRRT RwT^RT, 3. TtRR, 4- RfRITt TERR, 5. R?W 

RR?W, 6. RHTTfr HfRRT, 7. RTRr RTST-J, 8- RcvT TTRlR^ *ftT 
9. RITITRITT RV RR^TT ?fp RR«ft, 1. fTR fHR^RT, 2. 

RT^RT R'jT 3. ijprrfRZ'TT #R7 RTTR'T 4T| fR^fiT RfRrRqTift RT RTtff 
RRTRi Tr RRRT TVR, R TTR qf) TTRRT^t >RTRt frR % ? Rfc 

qjjfqyT frpq- URTIR % rT^IT % l " 

7/ 1 2/ 70— RPG.-2] 
RVo Rfo fRR, RRT ulVl » 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 8th December 1970 

S.O. 4062. — Whereas the Central Government having been satisfied that the 
public interest so required had, in pursuance of the provisions of sub-clause (vi) 
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of clause (n) of section 2 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1047 (14 of 1947) declared 
by the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, Employ- 
ment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 2343 
dated the 27th June, 1970, the banking industry carried on by a banking company 
as defined in clause (bb) of section 2 of the said Act, to be a public utility service 
for the purposes of the said Act, for a period of six months from tlie 29th June,. 
1970; 

And whereas the Central Government is of opinion that public interest requires 
the extension of the said period by a further period of six months: 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by the proviso to sub-clause 
(vi) of clause (n) of section 2 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947(14 of 1947), 
the Central Government hereby declares the said industry to be a public utility 
service for the purposes of the said Act for a further period of six months from 
the 29th December, 1970. 

[F.No.l/85/70-LR.L], 


(eh iftr tVeeit firom) 

Ef 8 fenET, 1970 

*PIo Efo 4 062 in: %E?Ve OTK i), E? EHT9TE 5n%qT fo Hfa? H 
$ET E^fWE #, sfortfHT faETE EfafEEF, 1947 (1947TT 14) # EPT 2 
(*) % TTT’T (' VI ) % TTr-’jT % EXETE Jf, ETTO fRT % EH, TtEETT Eft TEETH 

heme (eh eVt TbroTT f 5 r*mr) EfsrgEEr h'eei tto wo 2345 ErftE 27 he, 

197 0 TFI, HET HfMEEH Tt EfTT 2 % W (HEN) H HHT HfPHTfHH HTTrft THEft 
HE ETT^ HT Tf ETTEft HeTH Tl TTH HfHfbHH % HETHET % fEE 2 9 EE, 197 0- 
R W. HTE FT TTWTEfE % HIT HTETeV RET EtfEH fTET El; 

EV, EE; %EftE WIT Tt TIE | fo NTT fgq H TEE TTETEfE El W. HTE T?t 
wtr TlNTEftr % fET^T HfTET HTEI I ; 

EE: EE, Eteftfw fEETE EfEfEEE, 1947 ( 1 947 TT 14) ^ ETG 2 W 
(*) % EWE (VI) T TTHfT JET EEE TfrHE'f T1 EHTE TTE i?E Train 7PTTT 
t»Eafam EEE HytH Tt 3TE EfafEEH % EEt'SE'f £ fHE 2 9 feE^ET, i 97 0, W: HIE 
eV TrEiEfy % f?rE hTt eeeW £et Etfacr Txtff | i 

[H3ET TTo l/8 5/7 0“EEo 5ETTTo l} 

S. O. 4063. — Whereas by the notification of the Government of India in the 
Ministry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and 
Employment) No. S.O. 2285, dated the 26th June, 1970, the Central Government hari; 
declared the coal industry to be a public utility service for the purposes of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), for a further period of six months from 
the 8th July, 1970; 

And, whereas the Central Government is of opinion that public interest re- 
quires the extension of the said period by a further period of six months; 

Now, therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by the proviso to sub- 
clause (vl) of the clause (n) of section 2 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 
of 1947) the Central Government hereby declares the said Industry to be a public 
utility service for the purposes of the said Act for a further period of six months 
from the 8th January, 1971. 


[NO. F. 1/86/70-LRI] 
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SfJTo STT° 40 63. — Tfi: T, ?TRci 77TTT7 % Tf'STOTT ?fT~ TTTfrf 

rsttut (uf sfft frsr-Trr f^) irffufTTriio ttu 2285 , Titru ?e 
1970 irrr 'T^fT ^"r Tkftfcr. furre sriaffm, 1947 (1947TT 14) % 
5rsr>nff # s ^rrf, 1 970 *m- bit sffc ^ER-nfsT % fa-Jr ^fTrr ^irWV ttt 
■E fTfTT ftarr «ir ; 

Sfk IRE EURTT ^ TFT | }% <#£ f^T T T^ct ^rr^T^fST TT W. FTO Tt 5flr 

=TIflTfTSr % fvRT ^Trqr 3TRT ?TTfeT t ; 

Sid:, 5IT, fTTR WfsrfTTil, 1947 ( 1947 3T 14) ^ STITT 2 £ ms 

(d) % 31*1^ (VI) % JJTT STTrf ufeTTT 4TT TTT STfsrfalUT % SRfNTfil % f 5 # 

8 STTTTt, 1 971 t W. RTF T?f Sffa TlTTUTfcT % H>P TRUrfT E'TT F>faf T^TT 

[ witt t«tt i/se /7 o-quo ?rr r o 1 ] 


ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 10 th December 1970 

S.O. 4064.— Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the National and Crindlays 
Bank Limited and their workmen in respect of the matter specified in the Sche- 
dule hereto annexed; 

And Whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the 
said Act. 

Schedule 

‘‘Whether the action of the management of the National and Grindlays 
Bank Limited, Calcutta, in withdrawing, with effect from the 9th 
January, 1970, the customary concession of treating the period of 
absence as on duty in respect of those workmen who, as office-bearers 
of the National and Grindlays Bank Staff Union, represent its case 
in proceedings under the Industrial Disputes Act, is justified? If 
not, to what relief are the workmen entitled?” 

[No.23/113/70-LRIIL] 


STT35T 

df 1 0 f?tUTT, 1970 

SFT° 3TT=> 4064- — Ttf: TUffT TT-TTT TT TFT | ffl f U TITS' R I f 

ferfirfecH: f-psnft % tit ir tutt ittj? fcr?%7r tt fufurffr tV 

TRTTTT % TT^f UT sfteftfffiTT fUTFT fT3DTR | ; 

sfr? m: TTRPTT UTd f TTTT RnffTR % fut nlfUcT TUTT “T’vfft 

ETTfifir t : 

TUT; 'T ; I, fsTTP? TlfsTuTUR’, 19"' ( 1 9 1 7 ~ T 14} ¥ STTTT 1 C rV 

( ! ) € ->rm (h) g^T TRcT ufRTT : T TT>; %RT 7 U J ~ TT qr-.pTO 
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TT UTcf TT SfRf 7-sfi % STtfrT PPF-R ?TWtPw srfst- 

ffTTf ^fTifTT Tf fTPTpWTp % PrTnt TlTcfr | I 

ST/TCRt 

•O Cv 

“wr 3 WT f ^ % sr^gr=r^ # w+rt 

%■ «n* if, oft %WiT^r t?R f{T^%3( sr; RTT RfiRTR % TTTpSR.'rf’tff % ^T 

ir sftsfffto; Pptr *rPsrfuVJT %■ ?rsftn TimrPiBii if pfr% ^ft 

5T?5=r TiTT |, ^fqfRrfcl At %'RTmfa' S/jfi % PT if PTRT 35T 
fTTlTd # 9 SffjcRf, 197 0 seTki ¥f Pt A’lRnft ^T^Tf^a f 7 4? 

Tff, fft wur f^n ?rfw %■ gw? | ?" 

[ffcrr 23/ 1 13/7 0 -rrHo 5TR° l] 

S.O. 4065. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the National and Grindlays 
Bank Limited and their workmen in respect of the mater specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to lefer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) sub-section. 
(1() of section 10 of the Industrial disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, Delhi, constituted under section 7A of the said 
Act 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of National and Grindlays Bank 
Limited in withdrawing the oiler made to Shri Hanv. ax.t Singh, Cash 
Peon at the Bank’s branch -4 Asaf Ali Road, Ne v Delhi to perform 
the duties of a Bill Co ! 'ect,’ v th eflect I om t 1 ’ e 1 s > Tuly. lP7(f and 
entrusting the same du ’?■ 0 fhri Ram Singh, Cho winder, was justi- 
fied? If not to what relief Shri Hanwant Singh is entitled?” 

rNo.23 / 1 17/ 7 C-LR-III. ] 

f!To *n'o 4 06 5. — W: IR3FR 3Ft TRT | f^F ^71% BTRI ^ fTf^T- 

it tfR f> oTSf pHpli^ $ Pid'M'fl ifl< -Pl% T-HAl <1 

%■ All 41 1 r<T'+7 Pddld fWR I ; 

?ffT w: TOR W fWTR ^ ^TTfWR % fvip f^ftrer ^RfT ditedlW 

^R3ETt f ; 

^pr:, m, aWiPt t firer? ^arffprer, 1947 ( 1947 r 14) Tt ottt 10# brtrt 
( 1 ) (w) gRT SRrT Slfanff WWWflY tfcR^RT TRcl PlWTC 

^ fifPdRT 3ft SJRT 7-T % ?pfR Tfef 4RR SlfsRRT" 

P^w.pT a - . I rij ( J 4 (n 'ndn % Pi If fdd Pile! a r cT I ^ 1 

SHHtft 

o c\ 

“jftrr Ttipt ftrTRr ffrfiR^ % trRsrcRf pt «ff ifpRr fwf pitt 

TPs', pf if P # 3IWT 3pt dMtldl, faPT tHI^Td'i # 

^tRf % ffpT ^ff Trf 5Tf«rmT ^f RPT ^5TTf, 1970 # ^ifRT 

4r% tfrz TZT «ft TBT f?ll dY+l?R 4?T RTTTPfiT 

sff ? irf? pft, fft ?ft ffPFcr f^T SppftT R fPTR | ? 

[?fo 23 / 1 17 / 7 0 — tpr o ?tro 3 ] 
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8.0. 4068. — Whereas the Central Government Is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the United Commercial Bank 
and their workmen in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto 
annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers by clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947 J , the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“(1) Whether the management of United Commercial Bank, Dehraduti waB 
justified in refusing the chance of Daftry at its Rajpur Branch with 
effect from the 2nd May, 1969 to Shri Jagdish Prasad, Peon Dehradun 
Branch? If not, to what relief is he entitled?” 

“(2) Whether the management of United Commercial Bank, Rajpur 
(Dehradun) was justified in not paying the "B" Class area scales and 
allowance to. Sarvashri B. S. Raia, Clerk-cum-Assistant Cashier, 
Vinod Kumar, Peon and Jagdish Chand, Guard cum-Watchm an with 
effect from the 2nd May. 1969? If not, to what relief are these work- 
men entitled?”. 


LNo. 23/89/70-LR-III.l 

(pTo Wr° 4066- — -ZRT: 7RSTT IN | W fafalw 

t*mf % arr*: Jr ■'faNru % wf 

■qV ijpRt farcrc fa«n rrd t; 

SRI: %nffa ITBFTT \d=Kl fa^TT 'd Id fa u fad % fal( fa?ftlcf +tdl dtUiffa 

fTEThfr 

5RI:, W, sfaftfw faa(K tlftfRBT, 1947 ( 1 947 "FT 1 4) "ft BKT 10 
TWITT ( 1 ) % SIW (*l) 3TTT 5FTU Vlfaddl *FT sfatR SRrT ^ %Rffa TOR TJcRai <1 
■TOT faTRT Tl BTT IffMTUT ^ HTTT 7-«F % wfa fifed (RW 

TBfWR Vt 'fiWfr'fad % fad faffw TTcfT £ I 

( 1 ) “WT fid l 'facial % Sfddfddd TT s 4t 'fifilffa RfiTRfT 

^tHI^d WBsrr, Tt STfifT U'd'j.f TTRSTT fi 2 fif, 1969 

jfa fi^fiTRTfitffidfiT ? fifcfi^fdTfi^ fafi TT %" 

( 2) ‘‘fifiT yifefe *FfifWT TF7FJT % fififilrFd fifi ffa <5fV 

iffo tt^o TRIT fafw ffa r TqFW fafife ffiTT RfiTRfT Slfe 

fifiifefi f^BF Rfi RfarfaTT fe 2 fif , 1969 % 'V fifi &I % 

RdfiRFB sffe Wf TT RRifi R TTRT <d|i/lRd TT ? fife fijflf eft if dfa+K 
fad dfidfe % R+RH f I " 

[fi° 23/89/70 fiTRo-d] 

S.O. 4067. — Whereas the Central Government Is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the National and Grindlayu 
Bank Limited, Calcutta and their workmen in respect of the matters specified In 
the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
.dispute for adjudication; 
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Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (1 1 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial Tribu- 
nal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedulf 

“(1) What percentage of the salary is payable as bonus to the employees of 
the Bank in respect of the accounting year, 1967, under Payment' of 
Bonus Act, 1965? 

(2) Whether any amount has to be carried forward for being set on under 
section 15 of the said Act for the accounting year 1967, and if so, what 
is the amount? 

[No. 23/106/70-LRTII-] 

Rl“° wro 40 6 7- — RR: R^tR BTRIX Rt TTR | fR 3RR5 RRRRl 
Iwrf R RTt if ReTTRR fRI%R #R [rIfAT, % 3TRRRRT R fRRTRSftf 

’air RR% R^RRl % R[R RR RtRtfw fRRTR fRRRTR 

Rt7 Rf: R'RtR RRRF R7T fRRIR R[ iRIRfRRRR % f'AR fdRfRR R*RT RTS^ftR 
RRHciV I; 

RR: ; RR, Rk'tfRR faTTR RftlfRRR, 1947 ( 1 947 RT 1 4) RIRT 1 0 ^ RR- 
NIG (l) R (r) TfRf SRR RfadRl RT RtftR RRT go RvjftR RTRR rTR^RpR 
3RT fRRR Rt RR7 RiRfRRR Rt RTR 7-R % RRtd Rf5R %R?tR R 7 RT T tfoilfRR RftTRTR 
RRRtTT Rt rRTRfd^RR % fRR fR?fRR RTtft % I 

“ ( 1 ) ^ % R4Rrf<Rf r] ererr «pf 1 96 . rtrr rmr rrtr rMrrr, 

19 65 % RSftRRtRR % IjR ^RR RT fRRRT SjfRVId RTR % ? 

(2) RR RRT RftrfRRR Rt RTTT 15 WltR tw# 1 9 6 7 % fcpr RTR 
R fapT tR RTR R fair fip^t trr Rt qRdtR fRRT RfRT % Rtf Rfa 
gT, dt R$ T RR RTT ft ? 


23/ 1 06/ 7 0 -RRo RTTo — 3 ] 

S.O, 4068. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Indian Overseas Bank and 
their workmen in respect of the matter specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas the Central Government considers It desirable lo refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 7A. and clause 
(dj of sub-section (1) of section 10, of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947), the Central Government hereby constitutes an Industrial Tribunal of which 
Thlru S. Swnmikkannu shall be the Presiding Officer, with headquarters at Madras 
and refers the said dispute for adjudication to the said Tribunal. 

Schedule 

“Whether the following four persons employed in the Officers’ quarters of 
the Indian Overseas Bank at Bandra, Bombay are workmen of the 
Bank? If so, what should be the wages and allowances payable to 
these persons?” 

1. Shri Narasappa. 

2. Shri Deepak Bahadur. 

3. Shri Jaisingh. 

4. Mrs. Sukeda, 


LNo. 23/90 / 70/LRIII.J 
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quo WR 4068. — qq: TTRIR 6ft rTq | fqr Iff STTSTTS 5Pp}-|t ^ 

fqfqfqc3 faqlr % q'rt ^tqqq q'tqwrq It % trit fqqtrrr wVt -rtt T^ T iHr % 

Itq tR whfrfVir fqqrr fwrrq | ; 

T>T qq: %qffq fWIT Tiq fTTIT Tt Jqrqfqqqq %■ faq fq-ffvrR TTqT qfaltq 
TTBHcft | ; 

wq: qq, sftefrlqT faqre qfqftqq, 1947 (1947 tt 14) Tt aTT^-T^ftt 
5m 1 otfr tt wjttt (1) %?iiT (q)gnrTr qqq wfqqqf Trqq'tq Tqrrq *rtr 

TT^rrn qT qtqtfqT qftrTRT qfqq tcIi £, frq% qT 3 mq qfurrfr «ft fqq tht» 
■*qiqV*Fq qrq Ittet tow qsqq q>rr qtq sqq faqR tt qqq qfqTRqTl?qrqfqoTqq 
«fr fqrr fqlftrq ttIt t I 

"qqr | frq q qpRqrq I p, qRRT qrqf, % qfqprfyqT % qqrlff E fqqtfqq 
fajRfaPar qR aqfoq It % TUTR | ? qfe <TT, It qq aqlqqq’T Tt TT TT- 
qtq qq qqr gtq qifqq 1 

1. It qwrr 

2. It Htt 

3 . |t qfq^; 

4. Itqqf q%qr 

[|o 23/90/70 TTo qRo- 3 ] 

S.O. 4069. — Whereas the Central Government Is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Allahabad Bank and their 
workmen in respect of the matter specified In the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial Tribu- 
nal, Jabalpur constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of the Allahabad Bank in terminat- 
ing the services of Shri Kailash Nath Khare, Clerk oi their Allahabad 
City Branch with effect from the 15th October, 1968 wus justified? 
If not, to what relief is he entitled?” 

[No. 23/55/70-LRIII.lI 

q!To Wio 40 69.— Tel: %^tq TRTRTt TTT | 1% V& *1 

fowl % qrt if ^rrqrqp? It % qrqq fqq'trrf tfr qq% tItr* T Irq qr wfatfqr 
fqqrc fqqqrq jt ; 

rflX qq; %^q BTTR Tfq fTTR Tt ?qrqfqqqq T fqlftlT TTTT TtU- 

T fl^r ^ * 

*RT: f qq, qtltRT f ITF? wftffor*, 1947 ( 1947 TT 14) It NTTT 1 0 It 

Tqsrm (i) tt i r (q) sra t-Rt wfqqqf Tt q Itq ttI < fq, $?stq tter qq^TTi 

TTl fqqc: Tt T 4 T wfqf W TT URT 7 -T % Ofet «WfqT qfsRTT 
Tt ^urqlqq^q T fqTfcr TRft t - 1 
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"wr ip %' Tintm to uito swtpt ttt wpst torfto to 

^TTiWT to towf to 15 TfrfT, 1968 *T TTFcT ^Pto to 'Pitofiff 
^Tftofto to ? *lfV T?f, Tt T£ to ir-TItT 4T ^PTR | ?" 

[to 23 / 55 / 70-tt^ nrto- 2 ] 

S.O. 4070. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the National and Grindlaya 
Bank Limited and their workmen In respect of the matters specified in the Schedule 
hereto annexed; 

Now whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-section 
(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to Lhe Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

‘‘Whether the action of the management of the National and Grindlays Bank 
Limited, Calcutta in appointing Shri Narayan Chandra Behara, in the 
sub-staff category, with effect, from the 15th May. 1970 was justified, 
having regard to the existing procedure of giving an opportunity to 
sons/ dependents of retired, ulsabled and retiring employees of the 
bank for consideration. If not, what procedure, if any, should be 
adopted by the Bank to fill the vacancy afresh? 

[23/ 116/70-LR.III.] 

Tft d) 4 07 O.— Tf: toffW TTPTT to TIT % f% TTfT.T *f fafto 

fto ftoto % to it 'tVTFTT’ff ftr?vDT TP Ctoftto, k> R3FTTT T fdtorto tor 
-J# pfpto V TfT trp totoftp ftoft ' 

?ftT TT. to’t'T TTPR 7TT toft' to ^TPTfdT'Td' ftoj ftofftor 'PTTT to®TTT 
TTH2TTT | , 

tr=r:, totofrp toft' tosifaTT, 1947 (1947 tt 14 ) to tttt 10 to 
BTTTTT (l) % ) 3W (T) 3TTT TVA ?rftoto TT tot 5 ! =FT?T TTTTR 

fTTft to j srPtotow to tfm 7-‘P%?rto'T pTst totoT htttt totofTT, tosr- 
jfTTn, 'fiH'TrTT, to PTitotom % to toto *PTto t I 

‘tor f'p % tor ton, ftop^rrrtoT tor Pppr to Tin ntorftot % tof/ 

nrfnff to to tt ftovT nto to todrd totonr to w if wf ^ 

tor-m rrcr ftoto a d n fnfirto, dvd+m % to nr drnTn nft’ t?tt 

to 15 to, 19 70 ir AT-jnnr trto if nto to nrtoto p-irtofftor 

to? dfe to? tofrfto to Put a nto % tod to im wrsrftorr, tod tof to 
nrto ^rrto' nr to ?” 

[to 23 / 116 / 20/^^^70 3 ] 

S.O. 4071.— Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that am industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Punjab National Bank and 
their workmen In respect of the matter specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 
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And whereas the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now therefore, In exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) oi sub-section 
(1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial Tri- 
bunal, Delhi constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of the Punjab National Bank, New 
Delhi in reverting Sliri H. L. Chopra from the post of Teller to that 
of a clerk with effect from the 20 th July, 1909 was justified? If not, 
to what relief is Shri Chopra entitled?" 

[No. 23/74/70-LRIII.] 

VTcWfo40 71. — RTrift'd 4f r3 7T T TT UT % 
fTTTt % TT*' *T T TR kUPT if RR;? fatflWt hIt RT'FFT % ^ 

sfhTTfRF tRTC fatpTPT $ ; 

JTYt TT: TR7R\?f=r fkK TT % fk, far faff 

(PHHdl I; 

Wff: SPI, tUTlkF fdTPV JrfufnTff, 1947 ( 1 947 R 14) TT UpT 10 

TTtJTTT ( l) E (T) 5TTT 5TST VERTf R 5TTPT TR fh, R3>T TTTR ^RITTl 
TR ft ITT jr JR STiTfkW Tl TUT 7-t> T TiftT ^iferT wfWTTTT 

RfiffTTR % faff f-T-fk-T TRT t I 


WJTI 5 V 

"R r THR klRI f it Tt feRT % RRfR d?f fr^o tt^To TtTST TT 20 
T/jrf , 1 969 T? *T PUTT % T«f T T TViTR pi k Trknft rftV 

pR aft ? life -Tiff, rfr sff TTT?T T'T TRTT % fTTSfT it ?” 

[ffo 23/ 74 / 7 O—Hpo RT°l] 

S.O. 4072. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the Hongkong and Shanghai 
Banking Corporation, Calcutta and their workmen in respect of the matter specifi- 
ed in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers It desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now therefore, in exercise of the powers contcrred by clause (d) of sub- 
section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 Of 1947), the 
Central Governme nt hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Cen- 
tral Government Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta constituted under section 7A of the 
said Act. 


Schedule 

“Whether the Management of the Hongkong and Shanghai Banking Corpo- 
ration, Calcutta, by substituting a period of 15 months In place of 
one year’s period for supply ol two sets of Cotton Uniforms as per 
Para 17.1 of the Settlement dated the 19th October, 1966, was justified 
having regard to the Management’s offer for supply of one pair of 
shoes also every 18 months to all the Sub-staff, on the request of the 
majority of Sub-Staff? 

If not, what should be the nrocedure to be adopted by the Management in 
this regard?” 


[No. 23/114/70/HRIII.] 
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4 072. — WT: %?sfr*T ^ff T T E T | 1 % STTgjTl' if 

f*mr % srr% if fi^nr rj wf ITtl tnwt r ^mrs 1 fortwf sfk 

TJPkRf % TPI ITT H't^nfr^: fpfR f^mpT f\ 

5fr< *To: RTFP' fddK STl^FT-fan % i^ir f^RlVr JfPRf ^lUdPT 

’fDTfT cfV |; 

m:, m, ^rtertfat; frn? ufklhwir, i r ■ 7 (1947^1 1 1 ) ¥r stri 1 0 ti 

STOPT ( 1 ) % *Z*rg (sr) gRT >T?rT UrFWf V( 5RTV 43% ft*, TP4d~ ttq^TTT 

•'Sr^r Futr dfr T=f?r trfafbWR 4?r tmi 7 -^ % *tF5(t kr^jn rrer srteftf^BF srfe'^r, 

4'7TT.rTT T> ^1^4^ % f^TCT firefgpr | | 

5FTH?ft 

C Cv 

"^TT K4-RTF % STfRcT TV ^Trsf^TT 9T ^ RST-RTF 4>"t f X 18 RTF ii ^ gftft 
7f% *ft ^ TT W-FKH% Wf TP^mT TT RTTd if Rid fP ^FiTiTf rr> tfTTf 
iflFT URTt^R, IPTTtTT % tR^TIST TT dTfm 19 STI^HR, 1966 IT% 
PRUTI % TTI 17.1% HIP R gcfr Ilf % IT itff % ITU % farr rrj, cfq- % 
T a TT*T IT 1 5 Rftl TT TiRTlfa ifcrpuf'To 4RIT PTPTfflcr IT ? 

ifi m ip ir? ii irtpti sttt irirfrrt tt ird ipft srf%ir nr 
%Pfr iif^q; ? ” 


[%<> 2 3/11 4/7 0 TT^r 1 R-. 3 ] 
New Delhi, the 14th December 1970 

S.O. 4073. — Whereas an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the Central Bank of India, New Delhi and its workmen represented by 
the Central Bank Workers Union, Delhi; 

And, whereas the said employers and workmen have, under sub-section (1) of 
section 10A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), agreed to refer the 
dispute to arbitration by arbitration agreement and have forwarded to the Cen- 
tral Government under sub-section (3) of section 10A of the said Act a copy of 
the said arbitration agreement; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of sub-section (.3) of section 10A of the said Act, 
the Central Government hereby publishes the said arbitration agreement which 
was received by it on the 16th November, 1970. 

Agreement 

(Under Section 10-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947) 

Between 

Name of Parties : 

Representing employers . — Shri M. L. Bhalla, Chief Agent, Central Bank of 
India, Parliament Street, New Delhi. 

Representing workmen . — Shri M. L. Razdan, General Secretary, Central Bank 
Workers Union, 710, Ballimaran, Chandni Chowk, Delhi-6. 

It is hereby agreed between the parties to refer the following industrial dispute 
to the arbitration of Shri V. P. Gupta, Regional Labour Commissioner (Central), 
Kanpur. 

(1) Specific matters in dispute : 

“Whether the management of Central Bank of India is justified in not 
making Sarvashri Bharat Singh and Ramesh Sharma, Daftries of 
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Chief Agent's Office, Central Bank of India, New Delhi, clerks? If not 
to what relief they are entitled? 

(Ill Details of parties to the dispute Including the name and address of 
the establishment or undertaking involved: 

(a) Chief Agent, Central Bank of India, Parliament Street, New Delhi. 

(b) General Secretary, Central Bank Workers Union, 710, Ballimaran, 

Chandni Chowk, Delhl-6. 


(lii) Name of the Union, if any, representing the workmen in question: — 
Central Bank Workers Union, 710, Ballimaran, Chandni Chowk, Delhi-0. 

(iv) Total number of workmen employed in the undertaking affected: 

about 60 

(v) Estimated number of workmen affected or likely to be affected by the- 

dispute. 

Two 

We further agree that the majority decisions of the arbitrator shall be binding 
on us. 


The arbitrator shall make his award within a period of two months or within 
Huch further time as is extended by mutual agreement between us in writing. In 
case the award is not made within the period aforementioned, the reference to 
arbitration shall stand automatically cancelled and we shall be free to negotiate 
for fresh arbitration. 

Representing employer. 


Representing workmen: 


Sd. M. L. Bhalla. 

Chief Agent, Central Bank of 
India. New Delhi. 


Sd. M. L, Razdan, 

General Secretary, 
C.B.W.U. Delhi. 


Witnesses: — 

1. Sd./- S. K. Gauba, 

Group Accountant, 

Chief Agent’s Office, 

Central Bank of India, New Delhi. 

2. Sd,/- V. P. Bhargava, 

Steno to A.L.C.fC). 


[No. 24/39/70 / LRIII.l 
S, S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 

feTTl 14 197 0 


ipfo *rt° 407 3. — Td: f T 57 TT dt fdpjft d TFTT fddtsrFf Ffa 

sfaftfdF fddid fwrpr ■ 

5i*rr dd: Ttt fddfaFf ^ Tff TRt d dtatfdT fwrd dfafddd, 1 94 7( 1 947 *pt 

14 ) 10 -TTl dPjm ( 1 ) % mftd drWPTd dUfT 5U.T fadTd Ft 

$ farr fddfw TT TTF f^FTT % tFU Tdd dTEdPPT dUU' Ft dfd 3FJT srfafdOR 

Ft rtt.t i o-T # ttuut ( 3 ) % dsftd F'std dTPr 7 Ft FFr 


SRE, SR ddd dfdFddd Ft UTG 1 0-F Ft dT9lTT( 3) TdddddT d* F^td d'idiTT 
TTTT Ft, Ft dd 1 6 dRdT, 1 97 0 Ft TR JdT dT, ddddTT.T f TTfFd 

*h<Ft 5 * 
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fltt 

R^R R 
(fRRR 7 Srfrarsr) 

(*rtsfif<m fRRir srfafpm, 1 o-i 1 tfr rpr i o-r % Trtfrn m p ) 
f’TFTf'TET'T % sfTR 

T^FFITT R RpT 

fRRtRRT RT RTtIrFrcR T’ t R Rr% irq-o TT^o vp.RT, 

TJRR NfJET.crf, RJR ^ 5THj 

qTfRRrifc xf(z, r£ fsrwft 

^Trrff rt RfRfnfRcR rrr rt% m rm o it^o t^rtr, 

RfrefRR, rjr #r r^r J jfiFH 

7 3 0, RFTtRPTR, RTRRt rTr, feeft- 6 

rstrttt % sfhr fri^rfkfym v rtertfRR fkiv? rt nmgT^r «ft f|-o ft o ^r, sn%fm? 

NR NTRTR (RT), RTRJT % RTWfRR % faffRR RRR Rr RRT f^RT RRT t I 

(i) fafafre Pftrrtct Pm : — 

"w f jn rr ^fwr % r-frtr rt R-fsft rtr fRf vitx Tim rbi, afar *rra 

tTrrt %■ w RfoRcrf % sFR-fw % rrtPrt, r> M*ra r rrtrt •NnrtfNR 

t ? Rfc Rft eft r f%R sjfjertR % jfmp: ft 7 

(ii) fRRTR % qvjfFKt RT faWT, fRRR NRFffkR TR1RR Rl RRRR RT RPT 5fk 
q-'TT Rt RpFRfRq | ' 

(r) *}RR RfRRT?, RJT TR NTR ^foRT, RlfRRTife Rf fWt I 

(N) RfTRfRR, tfjH afar W RfRRR, 710, RFftEFTR, Rfo , 

Irmt-G 

(iii) Rpr Rtf RR RfRRR fnmkt' RR RfRfRftJcR RTRTT ft Rt RRR.T RPT . — 

4 JR TF RRR RpRRR, 7 1 0, RR-ftEFTR, RE^ft rW, f?wft-6 

(lv) RRlfRa RTRR R fRRlfRcf WR1 <Ft fR RW ‘ — 

RRRR 60 

(V ) fRRTR 3 FT RRTF-TR RT RRPRR: RRTfRR ft^T RTR RRFRT R?t RmrfRR RRRT :- 

Rt 

bR RTF Rt 77Rt | Pf RFRPR lr Rf qpf fRpTfRR fR 'F RIRRT^ f”»t I 

RSTPR RETT RRTS Rt RRT Rf RTRTR% R '4tF RT Ri't Rk RRR % RtTT, Rt 
fRF RTR RTTRTkR fRfNR FH RT’T RRfRT RTR, RRT I RfE; gRtTR ^'UiIRTR % vftRT 
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ntf Ffft fw nett ft ftnfnit % %it f^ur «pt: ^ jft NitFri sf^ f^r 

% f?vjTr cTTn frn 5ffT tNTF sHT I 

hPifr • — famspp TT srfofffftrcTT *FF ^G% 

(iTtfo TT^O SFNf) 


1. (tttTo fifTl), 

trq- srgrTFT, srfwcfr wa tfptWt, 
njn shr nttf $fsNT, f£ fcwft 

2 . (sfTo fro w) 

NWfNfqTi, *fo No W° (sfi'o ) 


w NlmN?, ffN fT; ntf 

hi ff^fr i 

wmi w srfn^fac^ : 

(t”l° itt^o TofTTF), 

PnTh'fNN, 4 ° to ^o ^ 0 Jjo, fcwft 

[ffr 24 / 39 / 70 /rrNo nf'o iii] 

(tTNo Too E'SNNWT ) 

■w fTn^ 1 


(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 10th. December 1970 

SO. 4074. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (8) and (4) of 
section 5A of the Dock Workers (Regulation of Employment) Act, 1048 (9 of 1948), 
the Central Government hereby appoints Shrl A. W. DeLlma, acting Chairman, 
Vlsakhapatnam Port Trust as Chairman and Member of the Visakhapatnam Dock 
Labour Board vice Shrl H. SambamuTti, granted leave with effect from the 25th 
May, 1970 to the 8th July, 1970, and makes the following amendment In the noti- 
fication of the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, Employment and 
Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) No. 3582 dated the 28th 
September, 1968, namely:— 

In the said notlflcalion. for the expression “Shrl H. Sambamurti” in both the 
places where they occur, the expression "Shri A. W. DeLlma" shall be substituted. 

[No. 56/2/69-Fac. II/P&D.] 
U. MAHABALA RAO, Dy. Secy. 

NIT iftT FfiRTF fwNPT 

Nt foFvft, 10 futfWft; 1970 

fffo WTo 4074- — •Til? TTTfiTT (ffTfJ'V Ti fjfdTfTf) NfdfWF, 1948 ( 1948 
ffTT 9) tfT (TFT 5F TF V TTTF (3) NF ( 4) SrFT TIN WfaTTT FT T I NT FFT |h %;fpT 
NFiTF FdTjrF tto ^5?q;o VPf'+Tft NST tff, tWEIFEnN TrFF JqTFf spT, 

«f>TTNo RfNUJpT % FTTF <F, fWn 25 Nf, 1970 %8NFr$, 1 970 FV 'Sft i> Ft 

faTrrarqFW % sjf nt sfr# >V nftn sfF (|-tf f «n A fowr f: sfFT ntft 

NFTFF % NF FtWTTF tfF FTiNN (NF nTF 7WT T fNFFF) FF (fo 

3582 dTTPsT 28 f'FT’NFi 1968 it fFfFl'FfOjF FFfNF FFTF % NN.F ; — 

FTT Nfa pdT Si "sfV T To FfTFjYV’ F4 NfFSFfacT % FTTh qTFtfff FEW NTH 

F NFTf £ "Nr ITNo T ft 47 FT Nf'FFfTN NKfPqrfqN Ft FTFfr | 

(No 5 6/2/69-^0 11/^0^^0) 

3 0 Ft^tTFrr FTT, FFFfaF 1 
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(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 17th December 1970 

S.O 4075,-In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 01 1947), the Central Government hereby publishes the following award of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal (No. 3), Dhanbad, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of Junkundar Co’liery be- 
longing to Messrs D. Mondal and Company, Post Office Chirkunda, District Dhan- 
bad, and their workmen, which was received by the Central Government on the 
30th November, 1070- 


CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL (No. 3) AT DHANBAD. 

Reference No- 15 of 1970 

Present: 

Shri Sachidanand Sinha, M.A.M.L-, Presiding Officer, 

Parties: 

Employers in relation to the Junkundar Colliery 

Vs. 

Their workmen, 

Appearances ■ 

For employers— Sri A. K. Mondal, Agent, 

For workmen — Sri S. Dasgupta, Secretary, Colliery Mazdoor Sangh. 
Industry: Coal. State: Bihar. 

Dhanbad, dated the 19th 0/ November, 1970 
AWARD 

1. Tlie Central Government, being of opinion that an industrial dispute exists 
between the employers in relation to the management of Junkundar Colliery be- 
longing to Messrs D. Mondal and Company, Post Office Cbtrkunda, District Dhan- 
bad and their workmen by its order No. 2/9/70-LRII dated the 25th of February, 
1970 referred under Section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial disputes Act, 1947 for 
adjudication the dispute in respect of the matters specified in the Schedule annexed 
thereto. The Schedule is extracted below:— 


Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of Junkundar Colliery belonging 
to Messrs D. Mondal and Company Post Office Chirkunda, District 
Dhanbad, in stopping Shri Sallk Yadav, Watchman, from work with 
effect from the 28th August, 1969 was justified? If not, to what relief 
is the workman entitled?’’ 


2. The parties have filed their written statements but it is unnecessary to state 
the respective cases of the parties because the dispute has been amicably settled. 
The parties have filed a joint petition of compromise which has been verified by 
Sri S Das Gupta*, Secretary of the Union on behalf of the workmen and by Sri 
S. Mondal on behalf of D. Manual & Co. 


3. According to the terms of the memorandum of settlement it has been agreed 
that Shri Salik Yadav, the concerned workman shall be reinstated in his original 
job as Guard with continuity of service and he will be parfd an amount of Rs- 500 
(Rupees five hundred) in full and final settlement of all his dues from the 
management for the period of his unemployment from 19th July, 1969 to 9th 
May, 1970. The management has agreed to pay the workman concerned, who 
has already been ta*ken back in employment since 10th May, 1970, all the difference 
in waces and benefits due to him from 10th May. 1970 to the date of this settle- 
ment by 31st December, 1970. 


4. The terms of settlement are fair and reasonable and the same are accepted. 
Accordingly an award is made in terms of the memorandum of settlement 
(annexure ‘A’), a copy of which Is enclosed with the award- 


5. It may now be submitted to the Central Government under Section 15 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, 


(Sd.) Sachidanand Sinha, 

Presiding Officer. 
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Annexure ‘A’ 


BEFORE the presiding officer, central government industrial 

TRIBUNAL (NO. 3), DHANBAD. 

Reference No. 15 of 1970 

Employers in relation to Junkundar Colliery, P.O. Chirkunda, District Dhanbad. 


And 

Their workmen, represented by the Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, Dhnsnbad. 


The Joint petition on behalf of the management and the workmen referred to 
above beg most humbly to state as under: — 

(1) Thai the above matter has been pending before this Hon’ble Tribunal for 
nearly a year. 


(2) That both the parties to the reference hatve settled the dispute on the 
following terms and conditions: — 

TERMS OF SETTLEMENT 

(a) It is agreed that Shri Salikh Yadav shall be reinstated in his original 
job as Guard with continuity of service. 


(b) It Is agreed that the workman concerned shall be paid asi amount of 

Rs. 500 (Runees five hundred) in full and final settlement of all his 
dues from the management for the period of his unemployment from 
19th July, 1969 to 9th May, 1970. 

(c) The management agrees to "av the workman concerned, who has already 

been taken hack in cmnlr’vmcnt 'ince 10th Mav 1970, all the diffe- 
rence In wages and benefits due to him from 10th May, 1970 to the 
date of this settlement by 31st December. 1970. 

It is, therefore, humblv Prayed that the Hon’ble Tribunal may graciously be 
pleased to accept the aforesaid settlement as a fair settlement and paS3 an award 
!n terms thereof. 


And for this the petitioners as in duty bound shall ever pray. 


For the employers: 

S. Mondal. 

For D. Mondal & Co., 
Proprietor. 


For the Workmen: 

S. Das Gupta, 
Secretary, 

Colliery Mazdoor Sangh 


L.T.I. of Sauk Jadav. 

Dated, 17th November, 1970. 

[No. 2/9/70-LR.II.] 


SO 4076 In r-urmance of section 17 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 

(14 of 1947) the Central Government hereby pub'Dbes lb- fo'lowlng awaVI of the 
Central Government Industrial Tribunal fN 0 . 2). Dhanbad in the ludustdal dis- 
pute between the emnlovers in relation to the management of Jhunkundar Colliery, 
Post Office NRshaehatti, Dhanbad and their workmen, which was received by 
the Central Government on the 3rd December, 1970. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
(NO. 2) AT DHANBAD 


Present : 

Shri Nandagiri Venkata Rao. Presiding Officer. 

Reference No. 10 of 1970. 


In the matter of an Industrial dispute under Section 10 (l)(d) of the Industr'al 
Disputes Act, 1947. 

Employers In relation to the management of Jhunkundar Colliery, Post Office 
Nirshachatti, Dhanbad. 


Their workmen. 


And 
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Appearances: 

On behalf of the employers: Shri S. S. MUKHEEJEE, Advocate. 

On behalf of the workmen SHRI S. DASGUPTA. Advocate 

State; Bihar. Industry: Coal. 

Dhanbad 26th November , 1970 
AWARD 

The Central Government, being of opinion that an industrial dispute exists 
between the employers In relation to the management of Jhunkundar Colliery, 
Post OfTlee Nlrshachattl, Dhanbad and their workmen, by its order No. 2/28/70- 
LR.II dated 7th October, 1970 referred to this Tribunal under Section 10(1) (d) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 for adiudlcation the dispute in respect of the 
matters specified In the schedule annexed thereto. The schedule is extracted 
below: — 


Schedule 

“Whether the action of the management of Jhunkundar Colliery, Post Office 
Nlrshachaltl, Dhanbad In transferring Sarvasbri Lachman Yadav, 
Munarlk Ram and Suneshwar Choudhury, Guards with effect from 
the 19th July, 1909 to Shampur Badjna Co’liery was justified? If 
not, to what relief are the workmen entitled?” 

2. On 24th November, 1970 parties appeared before this Tribunal on their own 
accord and filed a compromise memo. The employers were represented by Shri 
S. S. Mukherjee, Advocate and the workmen by Shri S. Dasgupta, Advocate. The 
compromise memo was duly verified. I consider the terms of compromise as 
beneficial to the affected workmen and in the interest of maintaining Industrial 
peace. The compromise is accepted. The award Is made in terms of the compro'- 
mise and submitted under Section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. The 
compromise memo is made part of the Award. 

N. Venkata Rao, Presiding Officer. 

BEFORE THE PRESIDING OFFICER, CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO. 2) DHANBAD 

Reference, 10 of 1970 

(Vide Government of India, Minietry of Labour, Employment and Rehabilita- 
tion (Department of Labour and Employment) Order No. 2/28/70-LR.II dated 7th 
October, 1970). 

Employers in relation to Junkundar Colliery, P.O. Chirkunda, Dist. Dhanbad 

And 

Their workmen, represented by the Colliery Mazdoor Sangh, Dhanbad. 

The Joint Petition on behalf of the management and the workmen referred to 
above begs most humbly to state as under:— 

(1) That the above matter has been pending before this Hon’ble Tribunal since 
October, 1970. 

(2) That both the parties to the reference have settled the dispute on the 
following terms and conditions: — 

Terms of Settlement 

1. It is agreed that the services of S/Shri Lachman Yadav, Munarlk Ram and 
Suneshwar Choudhury, Guards shall be retained as Guards at Junkundar Colliery 
with con'inuity of service from their origins 1 dates of appointments and without 
any alterations to their service conditions and that the orders of transfer Issued 
to them shall cancelled. 

2 It is agreed that all the three concerned workmen shall be paid an amount 
of Rs, 500 (Rupees five hundred) each in full and final settlement of all their 
dues from the emp’oyers for the period of their unemployment from 19th July 
(969 to 9th May 1970.' 

3. The management agreed to pay the workmen, concerned all of whom have 
already been taken back in employment, since 10th May 1970, all the difference 
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In wages and benefits due to them from 10th May 1970 to the date of this settle- 
ment, by the 31st December, 1970 at the latest. 

It is, therefore, prayed that the Hon’ble Tribunal may graciously be pleased 
to accept the aforesaid settlement as fair settlement and pass an award in terms 
thereof. 

And for this the petitioners as in duty bound shall ever pray. 

For the employers: For the workmen: 

S. Mondal, For D. MONDOL & Co,, Proprietor S, Das Gupta, Secy. 

Colliery Mazdoor Sangh. 

Dated: 17 th November, 1970. 

[No. 2/28/70-LR.II.] 


ORDERS 

New Delhi, the 2nd December 1970 

S.O. 4077. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that an industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the management of East Jambad 
Colliery (Me’S's Amalgamated Jambad Syndicate Company Privaie Limited), 
Post Office Kajoragram, District Burdwan and their workmen in respect of the 
matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereag the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-sec- 
tion (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7 A of the said Act. 

Schedule 

"Whether the management of East Jambad Colliery (Messrs Amalgamated 
JsTitmd Syndicate Private Limited), Post Office Kaioragvam, District 
Burdwan are justified in not paying Variable Dearness Allowarce at 
the rate of Rs. 1.53 per day with effect from the 1st April. 1970 in 
accordance with the recommendations of the Central Wage Board for 
Coal Mining Industry ns accepted by the Government of India in their 
Resolution No. WB-18(5>/66, Dated the 21st July, 1907? If not, to 
what relief are the workmen entitled?" 

[No. 6/74/70-UMI.] 


(RR sfa ftWT faHTT) 

snisr 

R$ fcpffr, 2 1970 

tfRoRTo 407 7. — Rff: %Rf\R ttu+K TTR ft f*F FR% if 

fa f bd R) , iRERT ^sftrnrnT, fRRT r^rtr % RRRfRR ?r 
nrrtf % sftR RVsftfriRr faRTR fftRRTR ft ; 

RR: R7RRT RRR PidT? ®Pt 'RTRPMrR % Pir[ Pi^ftid tFTRT 

ft J 

rr;, rr, rVjWrrt f&m RlyffiflR, 1947 ( 1947 tt 14) ^srrrr lotftRwrr 

( l) % tjpJT (R) ITCT R7R RTRTT ftRRfRT RRR 

^ ^ ETfRpTRTT RTO 7^E % Vtfld fifld RfaWT, TWRTRft T R TR ftnfad 

% fcnj ft 1 
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4 t\ 

"tot toeto ■btfroO to toto? (srr^ro) 

< Tii'Ji'l cim l-Hj fTOTT TTOFT TO 3%TOrT <aid Nd«ilff % f%tr 
TOT^ff sfti 3% ftTOfwf % TOETT 1-4-70% 1 . 53 T° SjfafTO TO 
% afto^otTo 3 % ^TOTTOft, f%% ETTO TOTOT% SR% TOFT %° TOyifoSf)-- 
16(5)/ 66, Tlfter 21-7-69 5TU t^TOt fTOTT & TOTOtfTO i| Tfc 
Riff, Tt TOTTOT fTOT ?FJcftV % ?TO?K | ? 

[%o 6/74/70-^0^0-2] 

S.O. 4078. — Whereas by an order of the Government of India in the Ministry 
of Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employ- 
ment) No. 6/75/70-LRII, dated the 2nd December, 1970 an industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of South Jambad Colliery 
(Messrs South Jambad Coal Company Private Limited), Post Office Kajoragram, 
District Burdwan and their workmen had been referred to the Industrial Tribunal, 
Calcutta for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (3) of sec 
tion 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby prohibits the continuance of the strike in existence in the said colliery in 
connection with the said dispute. 

[No. 6/75/70-LRII.] 

TO 0 RT 0 4078. — TO: TOTO TO+TO % RE", flTOK sftr TOTTO («PT 

flTOTT IdEFl) %TO^ITO 6/75/7 0— °?TPC— 2, drClN 2-1 2-70 5KT ETTO TOTOT 
JfiYfTOft (%TOT RTTOT TOTOTC «f?ET TOVft VITOT Pdf^S, TOTOTO TT^flrniTR, fTOTT R^TR 
% TTORTO % TOTOi ?rk TO# TOfTOTT % ftR WE ’jVjt(TO fTOTT 4% jfafrftRT 

'WffemjT, WFTIT RTOfTOTTO % f%tr fd?pTO TO fw TOT ? I 

TO:, TO, sfaftpRi fTOTT WfllfTOE, 194 7 ( 1947 TO 14) RTTT 1 0 ># TOTORT 
( 3 ) 31 fl STTTT WpFTOf 51%%! TO% j|Tf , %Rf%T IRTOT 'ui^Sl Cl TOW HIM % TOW 

RFTTT ^ TOR % fTOTTOT ^TOTTO % TOTf WT TO 5rRmR TOrfr £ I 

(%° 6 / 75/7 0— TJTO 0 VR-2) 

S.O. 4079. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion that am industrial 
dispute exists between the employers in relation to the management of Jambad 
Colliery (Messrs North Adjai Coal Company Private Limited), Post Office Kajora- 
gram District Burdwan and their workmen in respect of the matters specified In 
the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And, whereas, the Central Government considers it desirable to refer the said 
dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by clause (d) of sub-sec- 
tion (1) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, constituted under section 7A of the said Act- 

Schedule 

"Whether the management of Jambad Colliery (Messrs North Adjai Coal 
Company Private Limited). Post Office Kajoragram District Burd- 
wan are justified in not paying Variable Dearness Allowance at the 
rate of Rs. 1.53 per day with effect from the 1st Ap-11, 1970 in accord- 
ance with the recommendations of the Central Wage Board for Coal 
Mining Industry as accepted by the Government of India in their 
Resolution No. WB-16(5)/66, dated the 21st July, 1967? If not, to 
what relief are the workmen entitled?" 

[No. 0/76/70-LRII.] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 
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HJToWTo 4079. — *ET: W <43 < tY TPT | ft R fdPlfw 

fawf % snt t sttrti^ Ttfaqft (%^ ht 4 srrt tfrr mrt? fafaty ), tot 
1>Ml (HIIM, ftelT H^FT % JH-Hdtf ?r iHt'N'hf si1'< y%Kt %#???: ^tf r fi ry 
fanr? fsrswFT | ; 

?ftr Tft: E'TTTT tTET f^TT? tt % far faf ftPT ’TRTT TlPrfK 

•PTTTBlrft I ; 

set, m, wl4i1Rn« scrftrf^rfi, 1947 ( 1947^1 14 ) tYtnrr 1 0 tl iwrr 

( 1 ) % («r) 3T7T 5FTH WTpkltl <PT wEl TRY tETEffRl T3W fwPT 

tt ^JRT srfsifwr tY STRT 7-T % EfoT ilVjTpK' <qflpFTE, TelTriY tY ?JlFTpIWr 
% fat{ fttftEY TRcft | I 

snjqjit 

Sol vlld'TF? Ttf^FT^ (■HU'Jl HT*Y sit^ ‘ti'Vd fdfY|2-s), 'il+*4< E3''tl<H[lh 

faeYY qi'TT'T % STREET *PT tt£ qft fiPFlfalff % »FJflR 

1-4-70 fr, 1. 53 Eo SffM^T tY 5T *Y ^o^otTo sft *K)iHfY H JEW, 
$TTT ft 'EKrT BT-fiR t SltY TOT E ?H tf-16(5)/66, dUfST 
21-7-69 3RT RlfaTT fw & ^pflfacT | ? Hfc H$r, cfY T^ER 
ftT W-ThYT % | ?" 

[t° 6/76/70-Q^T<>mT'>-2] 
TRfcf ftf?, «FR nfa* I 


(Department ol Rehabilitation) 

(Office of the Chief Settlement Commissioner) 

New Delhi, the 21 st November 1970 

S O. 4080. — In exercise of the powers conferred on the Chief Settlement Com 
mlssloner by Section 34(2) of the Displaced Persons (Compensation and Rehabili- 
tation) Act, 1954 (44 of 1954) he hereby delegates to Shrl J. S Quami, F.C.S., 
Settlement Officer (Sales) in the Rehabilitation Department of the Punjab State 
exercising the powers of Settlement Commissioned', his powers under sections 23, 
24 and 28 of the Bald Act for the purpose of passing necessary orders under these 
Bections In respect of agricultural lands and bhops in any rural area Including 
houses, cattle sheds and vacant sites forming parts of the compensation pool. 

[No. 3<2)/LR/69.] 


faRFT) 

(tTIK anftlRH WITH *T VWfa*) 

Hf fVft, 21 JTRHT, 1970 

HfR UlTo 4 08 0. — r4«nfrfr “TofT (TPTTT T'TTrE) srfaftFT, 1954 
( 1 954 TT 44 ) tlTO 34 ( 2 ) 5RT tJ«sT -RTEEd TTPJYT tY URT 4|ffT<TI EH TTY*! 

|T f fit JT~n sETtERT tY TTOfTTi duTTtE T TmT <f EYE TTETT; % 'TdTPT fd»TT4 A 

TfTRETtrFsr-'fnTY (f^T) ^ to ttto pr 4r t, ^ ^ 7T=r Tr^TW tT 23,24 

fr«IT 2 8 EJTlJlfi % TT^T'TT HtTiTiff ’RTr 7 ' 47fT iffE flT tTT 
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frraif ATiff, nt ttt tttT ftt-t , ht wrffF? % tit uttttt't % ffttt 

srmqr upft tt %■ fair w<Ft TfsFFrF tYtt f i 

[T° 3(2) /iprr 0 ?IT7>/69] 

S.O, 4081. — In exercise of the powers conferred on the Chief Settlement Com- 
missioner by Section 34(2) of the Displaced Persons (Compensation and Rehabili- 
tation) Act, 1954 (44 of 1954) he hereby delegates to Shri R. S. Dass, Assistant 
Chief Settlement Commissioner in the Rehabilitation Department of the Punjab 
State exercising the powers of Settlement Commissioner, his powers under sections 
23, 24 and 28 of the said Act for the purpose of passing necessary orders under 
these sections in respect of urban evacuee properties including urban agricultural 
lands forming part of the compensation pool. 

[No. 3(2)/C&R-69.] 
W, G. PATHAK, Chief Settlement Commissioner, 
•pro wr° 4081. — fapTifra - arfTT (tIttf ttt TTHT ) TTfgfdiR 1954 

(1954 Tr 44) lit sttfi 34 (2) jrtr w srnpfxT tt ttft irfarTf tt tiet 

TFFt jer T TTTT TEm ^ ^facETT TT TEE! T FT TT% T TTT T 7 TTF % TETTE 

pERTT if EfTEEF TO EFTEFE STEjEE sft mr,o ipfo ErE, Tt TFT EftrfdEE 2 3, 2 4 TTT 
2 8 ETrmff % TTTET EETEEr WT % EE % FT if ETC fE^FE EfTfrETT 
TF, f'EET Wft ffT dfu vft FnfTT T TFT El FTOT % FFTH ETEflTF 

tn^tfi ee %fEt[ sete tTfar-iT eTte I i 


[Ro 3(2) /FfVo STTTo 69 ] 
ETo To MibT, 

WT TTtTFT TIT'ET I 
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THE ALIGARH 

S.O. 4082. — 

GENERAL REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 

Expenditure 

Amount 



Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 


GENERAL FUND 

I. General Admlnlitratlon — 



Salaries ...... 

Allowances ..... 

Provident Fund Contribution 

Other Charges .... 

10,14,343-29 

5,69,891-00 
36,038-62 
16,44,325 '01 

32 , 9 i, 597-92 

2. Facultie*— 



Salaries — 

Teaching Staff .... 

Non-Teaching Staff 

17,71,578-82 

4 09 , 45 1 '83 


Allowances — 

Teaching Staff .... 

Non-Teachmg Staff 

2 , 47 , 954 - 2 ° 

1,88,29003 


Provident Fund Contribution — 

Teach ng Staff .... 

Non-Teaching Staff 

1,23,081-84 

20,202-17 


Other Charges .... 

3. University Colleges — 

2,93,097-21 

30,53,656-10 

Salaries — 

Teaching Staff . , . . 

Non-Teaching Staff 

. . . 6,76902-12 

3,52,792-15 


Allowances — 

Teaching Staff ... 

Non-Teaching Staff 

1,14,867 74 

. . . i. 52 , 74&'68 


Provident Fund Contr but on — 

Teaching Staff . 

Non-Teach'tig Staff 

47 , 983-44 

. . , 18,656-80 


Other Charges . . . . 

4. University Schools — 

2 , 81 , 749-54 

16,45,700-47 

Salaries— 

Teach : ng Staff . 

Non-Ttachir.g Staff 

. . . 3,02,067-01 

72.281-88 


Allowances — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

82,183-60 

48,125-09 


Provident Fund Contribution — 
Teaching Staff . 

Non-Teaching Staff 

Other Charges , 

19,222-13 
2,189' 21 

48,871-49 



5,74,490-41 
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MUSLIM UNIVERSITY 


ACCOUN r FOR THE YEAR 1965-66 


Income 


Amount 


(CURRENT EXPENSES) 

1 . Grants-In-aid 

Central Government Grants 
U.P. Government Grants 
Former Ruling States Grants 


a. Foes from Students — 

Tuit'on Fee * 

Admission Fee .... 

Hostel Fee .... 

Examination and Admission Test Fee 
Registration and Enrolment Fee 
Medical Fee ..... 
Other Fees ..... 


Rs. P. Rs. P. 


86,95.680-00 
2,17.856-00 
6, 856-00 


89,20,392-00 


6,63,007-07 
26,716- 17 
1,73,817-64 
2,71 oto- 17 
28.954-00 

42,177-72 

53 - 972-75 


12 , 59 - 655-52 


3« Other Income — 


interest on Investment 1,57,783-42 

Rents 1,31,777-72 

Agriculture Income 1,32,162-03 

Transfer from Deprec ation Fund .... 1,10,796-00 

Oth:r Miscellaneous Income ..... 1,70.686-87 


70,3,206-04 
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Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

5 - University Institutions— 



Salar'es — 

Teach ng Staff 

Noa-Teaching Staff ’ 

29,332-33 

44,212-54 


Allowances — 

Teach ng Staff . 

Noi-Teaching Staff , 

3,240-00 
16,305 97 


PjOv dent Fund Contribution — 

Teach-ng Staff . 

Noi-Teachmg Staff 

3,302-13 

1,650-44 


Other Charges .... 

24,018-25 

TOT nA T 1 fi/f* 

6. Other Departments— 



Salaries — 

Teaching Staff . ... . 

Non-Teaching Staff 

88,840-31 
. . 5,68,589-81 


Allowances — 

Teach ng Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff . 

21,638-17 

2,50,548-95 


Prov dent Fund Contribution — 

Teach ng Staff .... 

No.i-Teaching Staff . 

4,852-84 

27,120-68 


Other Charges ...... 

8,33,56389 

T7 n< T C/1 ■ fic 




Total— Expenditure 

Revenue Surplus 

■ 

1,04,82,111-21 

4,01,142-35 


Total 

1,08,83,253-56 


development grant account 


1. Faculty of Art* — 

Salar es — 

Teach ng Staff 1,49,890-65 

No.i-Teaching Staff ...... 6J095-72 

Allowances — 

Teach ng Staff ....... 24,804-46 

No t-Teaching Staff ..... 2,825-86 

Prov dent Fund Contribution — 

Teach ng Staff 4,710-85 

Non-Teach.ng Staff 259-20 

Other Charges ........ 27,302-87 

■ 2,15,889-61 
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Total — Income ... . 1.08,83,253-56 


(PLAN EXPENDITURE) 

1. Gruntn-ln-ald from U.G.C. — 

Faculty of Arts 1,77,637-15 

Faculty of Science ...... 2,01,016 39 

Faculty of Commerce ..... 15,000-00 

Faculty of Law 15,000-00 

Faculty of Theology ..... 8.000 • 00 

Faculty of Engineering and Technology . . . 22,73,946-00 

Faculty of Med, erne ...... 10,00,000-00 

Other Departments and Institutions .... 5,29,454 -56 


42,20,054- 10 
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Expenditure 

Amount 



Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

a. Faculty of Science — 



Salaries— 

Teaching Staff ....... 

Non-Teachii g Staff ...... 

1,10,787-18 

6,836-74 


Allowances — . . 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff ...... 

263289-09 

3,022*91 


Provident Fund Contribution — 

Teaching Staff ....... 

Non-Teaching Staff ...... 

3 5 677'83 

266-25 


Other ChargeB ....... 

1,13,068-59 

2.63,948 1 59 



3. Faculty of Commerce — 



Salaries — 

Teaching Staff ....... 

Non-Teaching Staff ...... 

29,446-84 


Allowances — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

3,070-90 


Provident Fund Contribution — 3 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff ...... 

Other Charges 

1,044-43 

33,562-17 



4 Faculty of Law— 5 



Salaries— 

Teaching Staff . ... 

24,925-94 


Allowances — 

Teaching Staff 

4,115-88 


Provident Fund Contribution — 

Teaching Staff ...... 

Other Charges 

1,594-00 

499-80 

U 135-62 



5, Faculty of Theology — 



Salaries — - 

Teaching Staff ...... 

Allowances — 

Teaching Staff ....... 

5,329.00 

1,700-33 


Provident Fund Contribution — 

Teaching Staff 

214-92 

7,244-25 
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Income 


Amount 


Re. P. Re. P. 


-3. Fee* from Students — 

Faculty of Engineering a n d Technology 
Faculty of Medicine 


96,479-61 

62,234-84 

1,58,714-43 
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Expenditure 





Amount 

6. Faculty of Engineering and Technology — 



Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

Salaries— 

Teaching Staff 





7 ) 3 T, 455'47 


Non-Teaching Staff 

■ 

• 

• 

• 

1 , 87 , 352-41 


Allowances — 

Teaching Staff 





1,25,684-94 

86,677-47 


Non-Teaching Staff 

■ 

. 

• 

• 


Provident Fund Contribution — 

Teaching Staff 





24,000- 19 


Non-Teaching Staff 





1 1,240, -86 


Other Charges ..... 

• 

• 

• 


2,16,617-07 

13,89,028-41 

7. Faculty of Medicine — 

Salaries — 

Teaching Staff 





3 , 57 , 628.01 


Non-Teaching Staff 

• 

• 

• 

• 

2 , 34 , 530-41 


Allowances — 

Teaching Staff 





1 , 77 , 316-71 


Non-Teaching Staff 

• 

• 

• 

• 

1,00,363-93 


Provident Fund Contribution — 

Teaching Staff 





11,432-32 


Non-Teaching Staff 





9 , 390 - 16 


Other Charges . , . 

* 

• 

* 

' — 

2,50,655-82 

11,41,3 17 -56 

S. Other Department! — 

Salaries — 

Teaching Staff 





89 , 938 - 68- 


Non -Teaching Staff 

- 

■ 

• 

- 

19,849-96 


Allowances — 

Teaching Staff 



• 

* 

34 , 7 i 3-58 


Non-Teaching Staff 

• 

■ 

• 

• 

8,045-64 


Provident Fund Contribution — 

Teaching Staff 





4,680- 13 


Non-Teaching Staff 

- 

• 

• 

• 

426-73 


OtherCliarges 

■ 

- 

* 

— 

4, 16,946 04 

5,74,600-76- 

Total — Expenditure 






36,56,726-97 
7,22,041 - 5 » 

43,78,768-35 

ACCOUNT 

Transferred to unexpended Balances 

Total 

• 

• 

■ 

. - 

DEPOSIT 

i. Electricity Department — 

Salaries .... 





93 , 917-39 


Allowances .... 



, 

• 

22,043-74 


Provident Fund Contribution 



* 

. 

3,894-06 


Other Charges 

* 

* 

' 

- 

3,22,825-92 

4,42,681-11 
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Expen diture 


Amount 


2. M. U. Hospital Drug Store — 

Salaries .... 

Allowances .... 

Provident Fund Contribution 
Other Charges . . . 

Total — Expenditure 

Surplus — M. U. Hospital Drug Store 


Rs. P. Rs. P. 


5 . 678-73 

1,287-50 

133-38 

24,990-57 

32,090- 18 

4 . 74 , 771-29 

784-59 


Total 


4,75,533.88 
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Income 


Amount 


PLAN EXPENDITURE— Co&U. 


Rs. R 


Total— Income 43,78,768 -55 

Transferred to unexpended Balance* 

Total .... 43,78,768-55 

(COMMERCIAL DEPARTMENTS) 

1 . Electricity Department — 

Sale of Electricity 3,10,695-09 

Miscellaneous 65,075-20 

— 3 , 75 , 770-29 
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Income 






Amount 






Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

2. M. U. Hospital Drug Store— 







Sale of Medicines ... 

• 

• 

• 

■ 


32,874-77 

Total — Income .... 
Deficit— Electric, ty Deptt. 

• 

• 

* 

• 

* 


4,08,645-06 
66,910- 82 

Total . 

• 

• 

* 

■ 


4 , 73 , 555-88 
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BALANCE SHEET AS AT 

Liabilities 


Amount 


Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

Permanent Endowment — 



Capitalised Value of Investment made by the University 
under Sect' on 7 of the Aligarh Muslim University Act, 
XL, Of 1920 ........ 


30,00,000*00 

Permanent Reserve Fund — 



H.E. N zam’s Donation 

Prince Of Wales Science School Account 

Sir Syed Ahmad Memorial Fund .... 

Capital of M.A.O. College ..... 

L 10,05,83 1 'ZJ 
2,78,578-34 

1,39,026-54 
55,332 '55 


Transfers from — 



Floating Reserve Fund 

Current Expenses Fund ...... 

4,51,147-08 
70,084 ■ 24 

20,00,000*00 

Special Floating Reserve Fund — 



Grants from former Ruling States — 



Bhopal Grant for Science College .... 

H.H. the Ruler of Bhopal Grant for Flying Club 
Bahawalpur State Grant for General Buildings 
Mahmudabad Grant for General Buildings . 

2,48,479-44 
5o,ooo' 00 
65,00000 
38,000-00 


l/.G.C. Grants — 



For purchase of Evacuee Property .... 

For purchase of “Kashana” ..... 

1,54,000*00 

35,000*00 


Donations — 



Donation for Art Gallery by late Prof. Moinuddin 

Interest on Moinuddi’s Art Gallery 

Cost of Waqf House of Mr. Naziruddin Kha n of Shahja- 
hanpur ........ 

General Bu Id ngs by Hajee Mohd, Zahoor Mohd, Saeed 
Auchinleck MemOrailFund ..... 

Polytechnic Account 

Sunni Theology 

Sunni Theology Books 

Islamic Stud es ....... 

Islamic Studies Books ...... 

Hindi and Sanskrit Books ..... 

Blind School 

Political Science Books ...... 

2i,375'82 

2,400*00 

1,600 ‘ OO 
500*00 
99>753'37 
1,50,415-28 
38-00 
2,634*24 
1,500*00 
8,702-00 
ioo-oo 

693-46 
2,209* 12 


Employees Deposits for Purchase of Land — 



Mr. Jan Mohd. Khan ...... 

Mr. Inayatullah Kureshy ...... 

Mr. Niaz Ahmad Siddiqi ...... 

Miscellaneous receipts ...... 

674-00 

2,234-00 

678-00 

52,371-25 

9,38,357 98 







Sec. 3(il)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: DECEMBER 26, 1970/PAUSA 5, 1892 5811 


31st MARCH, 1966 


Assets 


Amount 


Investments— 

Permanent Endowment .... 
Permanent Reserve Fund .... 
Spec al Floating Reserve Fund 

Trust Fund 

Depreciation Fund 

College of Engineering and Technology Fund 
Current Expenses Fund .... 
Deposit Account ..... 
Provident Fund Account .... 
Medical College Fund .... 
WaliMohd. WaqfAlalAulad . 



Fixed Deposits — 

Saifi Trust Account 27,094-90 

Sirohi Waqf Account 1,68,42000 

Deposit Account 1,60,000-00 

Provident Fund Account iloo.ooo-oo 

i4 3 55.5i4-90 


Land* and Building* — 

Permanent Reserve Fund . 

Special Floating Reserve Fund . 

Floating Reserve Fund 

Trust Fund 

Building Fund ..... 
Engineering College Fund . 

Current Expenses Fund 
Development Grant Account 
Deposit Account (Ford Foundation Fund) 
Medical College Fund , 


1,11,937-06 

4,71,536-99 

2,13,480-28 

76,945-52 
1,22,01,139- 10 
9,42,587-50 
20,871-87 

1,52,28,694-63 

17,72,027-57 

72,88,207-69 

3,83,27,428-21 


Books— Development Grant Account 
Equipment — Development Grant Account 
Furniture — Development Grant Account 

Loans and Advances — 

Special Floating Reserve Fund . 

College of Engineering and Technology Fund 
Current Expenses Fund .... 
Development Grant Account 

Deposit Account 

Provident Fund Account .... 


i 7 , 0 i, 634-73 

66,80,179-83 

10,00,918-79 


8,000-00 

497-45 

149-09 

8,000-00 

8,032-84 

2,83,474-45 

3,08,153-83 
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Liabilities 




Amount 




Rs. P. 

Rs. P, 

Floating Reserve Fund — 

Capitalised Funds ..... 

* 

. 

3 , 49 = 959-50 


Donatio ns — 

Mr. Syed Jawad Ali .... 



5,000-00 


Mr. SvedNawab Ali ... 



1,000-00 


Mr, Wall Mohd. Swaleh Bba: 



1,000*00 


Amir Khusro Fund ..... 



434 -rr 


Qanoon Masoodi Fund . . 



3,436 - 18 


For Compilation of Muslim University History 

* 

- 

3oo- oo 

3,61,129-79. 

Trust Fund — 

General Scholarship Fund 



1=07,773-36 


Arabic Scholarship Fund .... 

» 

• 

64 , 899-77 


Poor Students’ Fund .... 

• 

• 

2,000-00 


Miscellaneous Endowments — 

Prizes and Medals .... 



48,947-99 


Sir Shah Mohd. Sultuman Gold Medal 



1,000-00 


Lady. Ali Shah Gold Medal 



1,000,00 


Col. Haider Khan Gold Medal . 



1,005-50 


Saifl Gold Medal 



11,000-00 


Sir Abdur Rauf Scholarship for Engineering Students 


50,000 • 00 


Sheikh Azizullah Scholarship .... 
Z.A.C, Bonds donated by Nawab Sahib of Chattarl for 


3,338-75 


Tamgal Saudi ..... 



2,000-00 


Sir William Marris Scholarship 



2,055-37 


Saifl Trust Fund 



24,700-00 


Sirohi Waqf Fund ..... 



1,75,000-00 


Slrohi Waqf Interest Account 

Dr. Radha Krishnan Scholarship 



5,379-94 


Interest and Rent Account 



43,538-48 


Prof. Hamceduddin Khan’s Waqf 


- 

3,494-5° 

5,47,133-66 


Depreciation Fund ..... 

- 

* 

13 , 03 , 577-49 

Building Fund 

- 

- 

1,22,06,608-66 

College of Engineering & Technology Fuad 

*- 

- 

11,71,247-04 


Miscellaneous Credit Balances — 

Current Expenses Fund — 

Reserve Fund — Girls High School 

• ■ 

19,000-00 

Women’s College Fund .... 

t • 

65,098-72 

Women's College Security Deposit Account 

. 

9,404-19 

Piovident Fund Reeoveries Suspense , 


22,285 09 
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Amount 


Rb. P, 


Rs. P. 


Inter-Fund Advances — 

From General Fund to — 

Development Grant Account 
Medical College Fund 
Provident Fund Account 

From Deposit Account to — 

General Fund .... 
Development Grant Account 

From Medical College Fund to Deposit- 
Account . 


From Provident Fund Account to — 
Development Grant Account 
Medical College Fund , ", 


1,84,927-07 
2,67,063 • 52 
30-00 


6,08,362-14 

2,17,300-00 


20,000 1 OO 


2,08,000 ■ 00 
2,30,000 ■ 00 


From Development Grant Account to Medical College Fund f 50,000-00 
Permanent Advances ...... 

Miscellaneous Debit Balances — 

Current Expenses Fund : — 

Advances on Account 1 1,93,968-58 

Advances to Tibbiya College Dawakhana . . . 8,713 ■ 70 

Outstanding dues from Students . .... 1,89,026-23 

Stock Suspense Account 4,22,459 ■ 84 

Coal Suspense Account 75,772-47 

Accumulated deficit of the University to the end of 1955-56 13,76,640-60 

Accumulated deficit of Tibbiya College tothe end of 1952-33 i,9i,95i - 3i 

Accumulated deficit of Engineering College to the end of 

2,02,401 • 89 
; 4,000-00 
[ 7,660-71 

2, JOO ■ 00 
1,70,495-38 
26,805-49 
1,32,287-72 


1952-53 

Loan to M. U. Girls High School .... 

Loan to General Education for publication . 

Security Deposit of Agriculture -with Hydel Division, 
Roorkee ........ 

Suspense Accounts ....... 

Salaries Cheques ....... 

Unclassified payments made by the Bank 


17,85,902 73 
28,211 06. 


Revenue and Expenditure Account 


Deficit as on 31-3-65 . 

Less Surplus during the year 


Development Grant Account — 

Payment made on Hospital Account 
Recoveries Suspense Account 

Revenue and Expenditure Account : 

Amount overspent as on 31-3-65 
Amount unspent during the year 


Rs. P. 
9,18,134-17 
4,01,142-33 


Rs. P. 
18,89,880-10 
7,22,041-38 


3,17,011-82 


r 3,723-12 
f 19,306-02 


1,67,838-52 


33,21,695-76 


1,92,867-66 
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Liabilities Amount 


Rb. P. Rs. P, 

Miscellaneous Credit Balance* — concld. 

■Current Expenses Fund — concld. 

Agriculture College Fund 8,194-09 

Students Aid Fund 59,592- 80 

Library Deposit Account 2,418-14 

Boys/Girls Fund: 

City High School 18,271-71 

City Branch School 748-33 

Girls High School 20,301-89 

Foreign Students’ Welfare Fund ..... 279-00 

Income Tax Account . 7,518-54 

Unclassified credits afforded by the Bank . . . 45,729-80 

Recoveries Suspense * . 55,723 • 58 

Advances from— 

Various Halls . ... 83,000-00 

Scholarship Account 85,000-00 

Boarding Houte Account ...... 1,14,864-22 

Deposit Account 6,08,362-14 

■ Other Miscellaneous Accounts ..... 51,0 90-57 

12,76,882-81 

Total— General Fund 2,28,04937-43 

Development Grant Account — 

Capital Grants from the University Grants Commission 2,34,39,085-95 

Deposit account of the grant received from Council of 

Scientific and Industrial Research .... 53,493 -36 

Deposit account of the grant received from the Council of 

Agriculture Research ...... 2,712-38 

Deposit account of the grant received for Scholarships a nd 
Fellowships — 

University Grants Commission — 

Senior/ Junior Research Fellowship .... 30,428-32 

Post-Graduate Research in Science and Humanities , 6,304-50 

Government of India Grant — 

Research Training Scholarship ..... 7,872-93 

U.P. Government Grant ...... 30,441-55 

Suspense Account 24,981-72 

Liabilities to General Fund on account of Agriculture 

Farm . . 1,53,654' 07 

Loan to General Education Ce n tre .... 3,000-00 

Advances from — 

General Fund ........ 1,84,927-07 

PrOv'dcnt Fund ....... 2,08,000-00 

Deposit Account ....... ,2,17,500-00 

2,43,62,401-85 
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Assets 


Amount 


Rs. P. Rs. P. 

Miscellaneous Debit Balances — ccncld. 

Deposit Account — 

Blind School Revenue Account 996 -22 

Old Outstanding Account 15,912 '54 

Deposit account of the grant received from P.L. 480 for 
Plantation in U.P. 6,161 -66 


Electricity Department Income and Expenditure Account: 

Rs. P. 

Surplus as on 31-3-6; . . . 22,562-50 

Deficit during the year . . . 66,910-82 

44,348-32 

67,418-74 

Cash Balances — 

General Fund (with State Bank of India, Karachi) , 731-03 

Deposit Account 99,500-92 

Provident Fund 5,21,777-85 

Dr. Wall Mohd. Waqf Alai Aulad .... 3,141-43 

— [6,25,151-23-,. 
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Liabilities 


Rs. P. 


J>ep oslt Account— 


Fo r d Foundation Grant 



i7,72)027-57 

Duty Society and R. D. H. Account 



48,650-96 

Duty Society Bu Id. ng Account . 



8,600-00 

M.U. Students' Union Account 



55,000-00 

Vice-Chancellor’s Fund 



27,408 ■ 99 

Vice-Chancellor’s Relief Fund 



69-00 

Cycle Registration Account 



4.144- 13 

Film Club Account . 



388-71 

N.C.C. Account 



130-79 

Poor Students’ Fund 



221-36 

Personal Deposits 



6,925-84 

Old Boys’ Association Account . 



2-00 

Mosque Fund 



2,599-83 

Brick Kiln Suspense Account 



8,116-78 

Security Deposits — 

Building Contractors 



[7,38,977-58 

Cashiers .... 



6,648-53 

Vendors 



1,637-35 

Compounders .... 



150-00 

Electricity Consumers 

* « 


4,600-34 

Hobbies Workshop Amenities Fund 

• ■ 


3,683-99 

Deposit account of the grant from the International Council 
for the study of AfrO-Asian Geography 

Administrat. vc and Ministerial Staff Association Account 

27,014-91 

1,884-45 

Interest on investments Account . 


• * 

2,14,982-09 

Fikro Nazar Magazine Account 


• • 

2,177-43 

Tibbiya College Scholarship Fund 


* • 

i9,479-5» 

World University Service 


* * 

2,788 • 04 

Tennis Club Account . 



120-00 

Union Magazine Fee Account 



446-15 

Vice-Chancellor’s Flood Relief Fund 



672-50 

Deposit account of the grant received from J.K. Govt, for 
creation of Fellowship in Hindi and Urdu 

17,380-82 


^Unexpended Balances Account — 


T. K. Govt, grant for renovation of Sir Syed House 40,429 1 04 

J. K. Govt, grant for purchase of equipment for N.R.S.C. 50-61 

Tarwala Bungalow Mosque Account .... 3)038-31 

Donat on from Prime Minister of Kuwait . . . 99,940-00 

House Build ng Loans from Provident Fund Account . 11,820-73 

Agriculture Farm Revenue and Expenditure Account . 138 -51 


Interest on Ford Foundation investments 
Deposit account of the grant from J. K. Government for 
construction of Kashmir House 
Khalida Umarudd n Scholarship Account 
Khal id Rashid Scholarsh p Account 
Salaries, cheques ....... 

Advances from Med cal College Fund 

Fo r d Foundation income and Expenditure Account 

Other Miscellaneous Accounts 

Surplus — M. U. Drug Store .... 


5 , 171-36 

37,881-74 
10 , 000-00 
277- 10 
1,696-96 
20 , 000-00 
1,59-074-74 
16,399-28 
3,950-37 


Amount 


Rs. P. 


33)86,798*47 
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Amount 
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Liabilities 


Amount 


Provident Fund Account- 
Medical College Fund — 

Donations from — 

States 

Individuals . 

His Majesty the King of Saud 

Rusi Mistry of Bombay 

Miss E, G. Everest, England , 


Advances from — 

General Fund . 

PrOvdent Fund , . 
Development Grant Account 
Medical Study Loans 
Contractors, outstanding dues 


Liabilities paid from — 

General Fund 

Development Grant Account 
Material at site Account 
Contractors, Sccruity Deposits . 
Recoveries Suspense . 


Revenue and Expenditure Account- 


Surplus as on 31-3-66 
Deficit during the year 


Rs, P, Rs. P. 


16,05,000*00 

32,99)649- 16 
10 , 00 , 000*00 
39,680*13 
13,722*90 


2,42,063*52 

2,30.000*00 

50,000*00 

30,127*08 

1,66,779*20 


I7,574-S4 

i 5 96 5 594-44 
2,17,030*70 
3,87,305*09 
oo* 10 


Rs. P. 

i5,74,507-52 

3,57,291-00 

12,17,216*52 

77,12,743-68 


Dr. Wall Mohd. Waqf Alai Aulad 

Capital ..... 
Miscellaneous Receipts . . 


Overdrafts with Bank — 

General Fund .... 
Development Grant Account 
Medical College Fund . . 


Total . 


1,00,000*00 

3,i4f43 

1,03,141*43 


23,98*372*98 

4,99,893-79 

3,59,2X5-32 

— — — — 32,57,482-09 


6,70.32,050*75 


J. P. GOEL, 

Assistant Accounts Officer. 


The corresponding figure appearing under “Inter-Fund Advances” at page 17 is 
Rs, 2,67,063,52. The discrepancy of Re. 35,000 has been set right in 1967-68 Accounts. 
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Assets 


Amount 


Rs. P. Rs. P. 


Total , . , 6,70,32,050*75 

LACHMAN DAS, 

Accounts Officer 


M. L. SOBTI, 
Treasurer 
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AUDIT CERTIFICATE 


I have generally examined the Balance Sheets of the Aligarh Muslim University., Aligarh 
as they stood on 31st March, 1966 and on the basis of general scrutiny Of the records andinformation 
and explanations given to me andas shown in the book of U nivcrsity, I certify that in my opinion 
Balance Sheets have been properly drawn up so as to exhibit a true and fair view of the state of 
affairs of the University. 


Allahabad : B. N. SRIVASTAVA, 

The 2nd December, 1968. Senior Deputy Accountant General (O.A.D.) ] 
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BANK RECONCILIATION STATEMENT AS ON 31st MARCH, 1966 


Development Medical 

General Fund Grant Deposit College Provident 
Account Account Fund Fund 


Rs. P. Rs. P. Rs. P. Rs. P. Rs. P. 
Balance as per Accounts —23,98,372 '98 —4,99.893.79 +99,500-82 —3.59,215-32 +5,21,777-85 
Deduct — 'I 

Remittances in transit — 2,79,250-57 —24,394-18 -1,43,336-30 -1,68,290-57 —4,55,913-15 
Erroneous/Unclassified de- 
bits by the Bank — 62,952-52 — 1,808-99 ■■ — 1,162-11 


-27,40,576-07 -5,26,096-96 — 43 , 835,38 — 5 , 27 , 505-89 +64,702-59 

*Add — 

dncashed Cheques , .+9,58,640-80+12,45,784-80 +82,615-91 +4,860-78 4,426-41 

Erroneous / Unclassified 

credits by the Bank +32,896-^8 +22,045-00 


Balance as per Bank State- 
ment. —17,49,038-29 +7,41,732-84 +38,780-53 -5,22,645-10— 69,129-00 
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ANNEXURE TO TUB. 

STATEMENT SHOWING THE DETAILS' 


SI, Namo of Fund Investments 

N0.1 including Fixed Lands and Books Equipment 

Deposits Buildings 


1 Permanent Endowment . 
a Permanent Reserve Fund 
3 Special Floating Reserve 
Fund 

4 Floating Reserve Fund . 

5 Trust Fund 

6 Depreciation Fund 

7 Building Fund 

8 College of Engineering 

and Technology Fund, 

9 Current Expense# Fund, 


Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

30,00,000-00 
18,86,122- 13 

1,11,937 06 

... 


4,21,498-21 

4,7i>536-99 


• s- 

. , 

2,13,480-28 

* . 

. » 

4,01,496-67 

10,99,146-08 

76,945-52 

‘ * 


• • 

,22,01,139-10 

*• 


i 2,49,375 • 00 

9,42,587-50 

* . 

, . 

95,849-02 

20,871-67 




Total — General Fund . 

10 Development Fund 

11 Deposit Account . , 

12 Provident Fund . 

13 Medical College Fund . 

14 Dr. Wall Mohd. Waqf , 
Alai Aulad 


7L53i487-ti 1,40,38.498-32 

- .. 1,52,28,694-63 17,01,634-73 [66,80,179-8* 

[6,13,956-26 17,72,027-57 

41,61,29350 

17,63,751-31 72,88,207-69 

’ 1,00,000-00 


Grand Total . 


. 1,27,92,488-18 3,83,27,428-21 17,01,634-73 66,80,179-83 
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BALANCE SHEET 





OF VARIOUS FUNDS AS AT 31st MARCH, 

1966. 



Furniture 

Loans and 
Advances 

Inter-Fund Miscellaneous 
Advances Debit Balances 

Cash Balance 

Total 

Rs, P. 

Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

- * 

8,000-00 



.. 30,00,000-00 

1 , 940-81 20,00,000-00 
37,322-78 9,38,357-98 

1,47,649-51 3 , 61 , 129-79 

68,691-47 5 , 47 , 133-66 

2,04,431-41 13,03,577-49 
5,469-56 1,22,06,608-66 


497-45 

149-09 

(a) 

4,52,040-59 35 , 49 , 906-82 

—21,212*91 

—28,41,934*58 

11,71,247-04 

12,76,882-81 

|ao,oo, 9 i 8-79 

8,646-54 

8,000-00 

8,032-84 

2 , 83 , 474-45 

4,52,040-59 

50,000-00 

8,25,862-14 

4,38,000-00 

20-000-00 

35 , 49 .- 9 o 6-82 

1,92,867-66 

67.418-74 

(b) 

— 23 , 97 , 64 i -95 2 , 28 . 04 - 937-^3 
— 4 , 99 , 893-79 2,43.62.401-85 
99.500-92 33,86.798-47 

5,21,777-85 54.04545-80 

— 3 - 59 , 215-32 77 , 12 - 743-68 

* • 

• • 

•• 

•• 

3 , 141-43 

1,03.141-43 

10,00,918-79 

3,08,153-83 

I 7 3 85 , 902-73 

38,10,193-22 

— 26,32.330 • 86 6.37.74.568 ■ 66 


(a) Includes Rs. 28,211-06 on account of Permanent Advances. 

<(b) Includes Rs. 731-03 lying with the State Bank of India, Karachi. 







Audit Report on the accounts of the Aligarh Muslim University, Aligarh, 

for the year 1966-67 


1. Losses due to thefts I shortages — 

(a) Articles worth Rs. 5,343 lyingin various Departments were stolen dum pthe yeu. Re j uts 
were made to the Police and the results of their investigations are awaited. No departmental 
investigations have been conducted so far. 

(b) Physical verification of various stores in all the Departments of the University for the yea* 
1966-67 completed in March, 1968, disclosed shortages worth Rs. 18,005. Action for fixing the 
responsibility, it is stated, is being taken. 

(c) Cash amounting to Rs. 6,554 and articles worth Rs. 16,752 were reported in the last Audit 
Report as stolen or found short. Final action to fix the resporsibihty ardtc write-efithe tmounr 
is yet (February, 1968) to be completed. 

2. Shortage of Library Books — 

Physical verification of books in the Central and various departmental Libraries completed for 
the first time in August, 1967, disclosed shortages of 12.4CO becks coslirg Rs. 1 -24 lakhs. A sum 
of Rs. 14,980 has been realised upto February, 1968 ar.d further investigations are stated tc be m 
progress. 

3. Temporary Advances — 

Though the temporary advances paid t o vari ous departmental officers are required t o be cleared 
within the financial year of payment, a total amount oi Rs. 90.363 in 136 cases remained unadjusted 
by the end of February, 1968, for want of detailed bills from the respective departmental officers.. 
Year- wise details are given below: — 


Year 

1952-53 . 


• • 




Amount 

Rs. 

,4,965 

1953-54 . 


• • 




6,394 

1954-55 . 


• • 




22,579 

1961-62 . 






559 

1962-63 . 






8,401 

1963-64 . 



• 



2,523 

1964-65 . 



• 



222 

1965-66 . 



t 



248 

1966-67 . 






4,472 



Total 

* 

# 


90,363 


It was stated that the University authorities are aware of the problem and that the outstandings 
have been reduced from Rs. 1,42,425 to Rs. 90,363 since the date of the last audit. 

4. Interest on overdrafts — 

The University had to pay Rs. 3,15,199 as interest on overdrafts from the bank during 1964-6$ 
to 1966-67 as follows: — 


Year 

1964-65 . 


• • • 


Amount 

Rs. 

63,365 

1965-66 . 

• 

• • • 


. f *,31,817 

1966-67 . 

• 

. 

• 

. 1,20,017 



Total . 

. 

. 3,i5,i99 


The overdrafts from the bank are due to old deficits of Rs. 13-76 lakhs for the years 1947-48 
to 1950-51. The question of payment of special grants so that these deficits can be wij ed efi i» 
under correspondence wth ihe University Grants Commission. 

5. Outstanding dues — 

Rs. 4,935 were recoverable on 31st March, 1967 fiem prhate parties cn accctnt cf service* 
rendered by the University Press. 
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6 . Sale of University Publications — 

In paragraph 148(c) of the Central Audit Report (Civil) 116f_.it was poir.ttd cut that on 31st 
December, 1964, 39,623 copies of various Locks (published by ihc University) worth Rs.2-44 lakhs 
were in stock in the University. On 30th November, 1967.. there were 33,151 copies cl 86 book* 
worth about Rs. 2-50 hilts in stock. It was stated that these bocks are mainly requited for research 
by various University libiaiics and re6caich institutions and, tbeicloic, the sales are not large.^ 

7. Bank reconciliation — ■ 

Bank reconciliation is to be done monthly. However, the reconciliation oi cs&h bock balances 
of the General Fund Account, Development Grant Account and Provident Fund Account with 
the bank balances has (at the end of May, 1968) been completed upto August, 1567, August, 1967 
and October, 1967 respectively. There were heavy diflerences between the cash bock and bank 
balances. The differences pertain to 1963 onwards. The debits and credits given by the bank but 
not appearing in the University cash book as also remittances to the bank but not appearing in 
the bank’s accounts are yet (May, 1968) to be linked and adjusted. 

8. Misappropriation in the Building Department — 

Durinft November, 1965, to January, 1967, a total amount of Rs. 3,449 was misappropriated 
by the cashier. The cashier has been suspended and further departmental actien rrairst him is 
in progress. Thecasehas notyet (February, 1968) been made overtothe police. The mistppro 
priatlon was facilitated because the cash book oi the Building department was neither checked by 
the University Engineer nor by the Divisional Accountant in the department. 

9. Miscellaneous 

(i) The Tibbiya College Dewakbar.a purchased different lypts c f ccrtsircrs ird f nkirg 
materials worth Rs. 0-79 lakhs and Rs. 1-03 lakhs during the year 1964-65 aid 1965-66 respectively. 
No stock account showing the receipts, issues and the balances in stock oi these containers, etc. 
was, howeverr, maintained by the University. 

(ii) Proforma accounts of the Electricity Department have r.cveq [been prepared. This)* 
attributed to inadequacy of staff. 

(iii) Procedural irregularities have been incorporated in a “Memorandum oi Points” andmade 
over (in March, 1968) to the OfEcc of the Treasurer, Aligarh Muslim University, for necessary 
action and reporting compliance direct to the undersigned with in a month of its receipt, 

Allahabad ij H.JB. BHAR, 

The 19th June, 1968. Accountant General, Uttar Pradesh. 

Countersigned 

New Delhi : S . RANGANATHAN, 

Tho 26th June, 1968. Comptroller and Auditor^ General of India. 
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GENERAL REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE 


1965-66 


Expenditure 


1966-67 


Rs. P 


Rs. P, R». P. 

GENERAL FUND 


I. General Administration — 


10,41,343-29 
5,69,891-00 
36,038-62 
16,44,325 '01 

Salaries .... 

Allowances .... 

Provident Fund Contribution 
Other Charges 

• 

9,88,715-02 

5,10,378-62 

40,545-18 

17,58,831-38 

32,91, 597'92 

2. Faculties — 



i7,7i,578-82 

4,09,451-83 

Salaries — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff . 


x8,7i,845-75 

4,16,386-39 

3, 47,954 '20 
1,88,290-03 

Allowances — 

Teaching Staff , 

Non-Teaching Staff . 


3,03,637-68 

2,43,565-83 

1,23,081-84 
20,202- 17 

Provident Fund Contribution — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff . 


1,32,165-84 

21,211-37 

2,93,097-21 

Other Charges 

• 

4,42,078-78 

30,53,656-10 





3. University Colleges — 



6,76,902-12 

3,32,792-15 

Salaries — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff . 


7,77,706-82 

3,70,737-09 

1,14,867-74 

1,52,748-68 

Allowances — 

Teaching Staff 

Non.Teaching Staff . 


x,i9,774-38 

1,96,617-5.' 

47,983-44 

18,656-80 

Provident Fund Contribution — 
Teaching Staff . . . 

Non-Teaching Staff . 


55,187-81 

21,658-77 

2,81,749-54 

Other Charges 

• 

3,11,260-23 

16,45,700-47 

4. University Schools — 



3,02,067-01 

72,281-88 

Salaries — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

- 

3,04,387-73 

77,240-39 

82,183-60 

48,125-09 

Allowances — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

- 

1,19,662-55 

62,359-99 

19,222-13 

2,189-21 

Provident Fund Contribution — 
Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

• 

i8,9i5'94 

3,846-16 

48,871-49 

Other Charges 

, 

54,703-75 


32,98,470-20 


34,30,891-64 


18,52,942 -7X 


5.74,94° -4i 


6,41,116*51 






Rs. P Rs. P Rs. P 


rICURRENT EXPENSES) 
Grants-in-ald — 


Central Government Grants . 94.90,000-00 86,95,680-00 

U. P. Government Grants , , 2,18,731-85 ^,17,856-00 

Former Ruling States Grants . 6,000-00 6,856-00 

97 , 14 , 731-85 — - 

89,20,392-00 


3. Fact from. Students — 

Tution Fee 7,19,524-46 

Admission Fee .... 29,454-49 

Hostel Fee ..... 2,05,410-43 

Examination and Admission Test fee 2,99,003 ■ 34 
Reg'stration and Enrolment Fee 31,895-00 

Medical Fee .... 48,486-50 

Other Fees 48,556-80 


6,63,007-07 
^26,716- 17 
1,73,817-64 
2,71,010- 17 
28,954-00 
42,177-72 
53,972-75 

13,82,331-02 — — 

12,59,655-52 


3. Other Income — 

Interest on Investment . . . 1,84,450-12 

Rents 1,20,501-58 

Agriculture Income . . 79,932-64 

Transfer from Depreciation Fund 

Other MscellaneOus Income . 95,214-20 


i,57,783-42 

1,31,777-72 

1,32,162-03 

1,10,796-00 

1,70,686-87 



4,80,098-54 


7,03,206-04 
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1965-66 

Expenditure 


1966-67 

Rb. P. 

5, University Institution, — 

Rs. P. 

Rs. P 

29,332-33 

44,212-54 

Salaries — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

30,956-67 

49,384-78 


3,240*00 

I6 3 305'97 

Allowances — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

4,230-00 

18,385-58 


2,302-13 

1,650-44 

Provident Fund Contribution — 
Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

2,577- 17 
2,460- 17 


-,,018-25 

Other Charges . . , 

23,i42-53 


1,21,061-66 





6. Other DepraUnents — 



88,840-31 
, 68,589-81 

Salaries — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff . . , 

1,00,321-47 

5,89,660-21 


21,638- 17 
*■50,548-95 

Allowances — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

91,849-03 

3,69,383-93 



Provident Fund Contribution — 



4,852-84 

27,120-68 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

6,759-68 

32,452-22 


8,33,563 '89 

Other Charges . . , 

9,08,262-62 


I7,9J,I54‘<55 




1,04,82,111-21 

4,01,142-35 

Total — Expenditure 

Revenue Surplus 


1,14,53,247-x? 

1,23,9^4*28- 

1,08,83,253-56 

Total 


1,15,77, 161-41 


DEVELOPMENT GRANT ACCOUNT 

7. Faculty of Art* — 

Salaries — 

1,49,890-65 Teaching Stafl , , . 1,27,138-94 

6,095-72 Non-Teaching Staff . . , 9,266- 12 

Allowances — 

24,804-46 Teaching Staff . . . 30,686-67 

2,825-86 Non-Teach-ng Staff . . . 4,338-73 

Provident Fund Contribution — 

4,7x0-85 Teaching Staff . . 5,602-02 

259-20 Non teaching . _ , 1,22.60 

27,302.87 Other Charges • . . 1,000 ■ 00 1,7 8, 14 -50b 


3,151889-61 
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income 


1966-67 


1965-66 



Total— Income 


i,XS. 77 .rfl- 4 * E 1,08,83,253 -56 


PLAN EXPENDITURE 

x. Grants-in-aid from U.G.C. — 

Faculty of Arts . 1,83540°' 00 

Faculty of Science . . . 3,30,360*08 

Faculty of Commerce . , . 36,600' 00 

Faculty of Law' - , . , 

Faculty of Theology . 

Faculty of Engineering and 
Technology , . . 7,68,000-00 

Faculty of Medicine . . . 15,17,680-63 

Other Departments and Institutions " 4^59,019- 14 


1577,637-15 

2,01,016-3? 

15,000-00 

15,000-00 

8,ooo-oo' 

22,73,946-00 

10 , 00 , 000-00 

5,29,454-56 


32,95,059-85 


42,20,054-10 



5830 the GAZETTE OF INDIA: DECEMBER 26, 1970/PAUSA 3, 1892 [Part II 


1965-66 


Expenditure 


1966-67 


Rs. P. 

2. Faculty of Science — 

Rs. P. 

J, 10,787- 18 
6,836-84 

Salaries — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

1,17)498-83 

*13,151-86 

.26,289-09 

3,022-91 

Allowances — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff . . . 

27,566-60 

6,204-26 

3.677-83 

266-25 

Provident Fund Contribution — , 

Teaching Staff . ... 

Non-Teaching Staff 

5.128-82 

360-12 

1.13,068-59 

Other Charges , , , 

95.785-46 

2.63,948-59 




3. Faculty of Commerce — 


29,446-84 

Salaries — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

29.892-33 

680-33 

3,070-90 

Allowances — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Tcaching Staff 

6,563-50 

458-94 

1.044-43 

Provident Fund Contribution — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

1.473-42 

19-56 

— 

Other Charges , , , 

906-35 

33,362 -i 7 




4. Faculty of Law — 


-24,925-94 

Salaries — 

Teaching Staff , , , 

16.769-03 

. 4,115-88 

Allowances — 

Teaching Staff 

3,179-15 

1.594-00 

Provident Fund Contribution- 
Teaching Staff . . , 

[ 1,047-34 

499-8o 

Other Charges , 

•• 

.31)135*62 

5. Faculty of Theology — 


5,329-00 

Salaries — 

Teaching Staff 

5,710-65 

1,700-33 

Allowances — 

Teaching Staff , . 

1,838-25 

214-92 

Provident Fund Contribution— 

Teaching Staff 

408 - 29 


Rs. P. 


2.65,695- 95 


39,994 43 


20,995-52 


7.244-25 


7,957-19 
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Income 


1966-67 1965-66 


Rs. P. Rs. P. Rs. P. 

2 . Feet from Students — 

Faculty of Engineering and 

Technology , , . 73,383-95 96,479-61 

Faculty of Medicine . 55,821-95 62,234-84 

— 1,29.205-90 

1.58,714-45 ; 
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1965-66 


Expenditure 


1966-67 


Rs. nP, 

6 . Faculty of Engineering and 
Technology — 

Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

7 . 37 , 455-47 

1.87,354-41 

Salaries — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

744 , 502-70 

2,40,986-32 


Allowances — 

1,25,684-94 Teaching Staff 

85 , 677-47 Non-Teaching Staff 

1.30,897-89 

1 , 16 . 537-55 


24,000-19 

1 1,240 -86 
2,16,617-07 

Provident Fund Contribution- 
Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

Other Charges 

38,542-65 

12 , 759-41 

2,61,695-28 

15 , 45,921 • 80 

13,89.028-41 




7. Faculty of Medicine — 



31571628 -OI 

4334 ,J 30 - 4 i 

Salries — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

4,62,603-57 

2,78,765-40 


T , 77 , 3 ifi' 7 i 

,00,363-93 

Allowances — 

Teaching Staff . , , 

Non-Teaching Staff 

3,22,087-06 

1 , 56 , 552-54 


11,432-52 

9,390-16 

2.50,655-82 

Provident Fund Contribution — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

Other Charges 

18,19601 

12,366-87 

3 , 49 , 318-97 

"16,00,090-42 

11,41,317-56 

8. Other Departments — 



89,938-68 

i 9 , 849-96 

Salaries — 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

20,942-77 

122406-42 


34 , 7 i 3-58 
8,045 ' 64 

Allowances— 

Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

2,920-75 

48,778-54 


4,680 ■ 13 

426-73 

4,16,946-04 

Provident Fund Contribution — 
Teaching Staff 

Non-Teaching Staff 

Other Charges 

1 , 117-47 
6 , 243 - 8 6 
1,86,792-98 

.3,89,202-69 

5,74 600-76 






36,56,726-97 

[ 7,22,041-58 

Total — .Expenditure 

Transferred to unexpended Balances, 


40,48,003-18 

43 , 78,768 ■ 55 

Total 


4048,003 • 18 
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Rs. P. 


Rs. P. 


Rs. P. 


Total— Income . 

Transferred to unexpended 
Balances . 


^34,24,265- 75 " 43 , 78 . 76 s ‘55 

6,23,737-43 
40,48,003-18 



Total 


43,78,768'5J 
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1965-66 


Expenditure 


X 966-67 


Rs. P. 


Re. P. Re. P. Rs. P. 

DEPOSIT ACCOUNT 


I, Electricity Department — 

93.917' 39 Salaries 
22,043 '74 Allowances 
3,894-06 Provident Fund Contribution 
3,22,25-92 Other Chargee 


4,42,681-11 


76,695-06 

42,942-61 

3,046-66 

4»63»845-99 

5.86,53°-3* 


2. M. U Hospital Drug Store — 

5,678-73 Salaries 

1,287-50 Allowances , , 

133-38 Provident Fund Contribution 
24.990-57 Other Chargee 


32,090-18 


4.74,771-29 Total— Expenditure 

784-59 Surplus M. U. Drug Store 


5.573-20 

1,170-00 

124-35 

21,943-83 


28,811-38- 


6.15.341-70- 


4.75.555-88 


Total 


6 , 15 . 341-70 
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Income 


1966-67 


1965-66 


Rs. P. Rs. P Rs. P. 

(COMMERCIAL DEPARTMENTS). 

1. Electricity Department — 

Sale of Electricity . . [ 4-53;656-8,r 3,10,695-09 

Miscellaneous .... "577 ’47 65,075' 20 

[ 4 , 54 > 2 34-28 — — 

3.75.770-29 


X M. V. Hospital Drug Store — 


Sale of Medicines 

T I5.563-02 

32,874-77 

Total — Income .... 

' 4 . 69 . 797-30 

4,08,643-06 

Deficit — Electricity Deptt.' , 

1,32,296-04 

66,910-82 

Deficit — M. U. Hospital Drug 

Store 

13,248-36 


Total 

6,I5.34l-70 

,4.75.555-88 
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As on 31-3-66 


Liabilities 


As on 31-3-67 
Amount Amount 


Rs. P. Rs. P. Rs. P. 

Permanant Endowment — 

Capitalised Value of Investment 
made by the Umiversity linger 
Section 7 of the Aligarh Muslim 

30,00,000' 00 University Act, XL of 1920 . . 30,00,000-00 


Permanent Reserve Fund— 


10,05,831-25 H, E. Nizam's Donation . . , 

Prince of Wales Science School 

2,78,578-34 Account 

1,39,026 ■ 54 Sri Syed Ahmad Memorial Fund 
55,332-55 Capital of M.A.O. College 

Transfers from — .... 

4,51,147-08 Floating Reserve Fund . 

70,084-24 Current Expenses Fund . 


20,00,000-00 


'10,05,831-25 

2,7 8 ,578 "34 
1,39,026-54 
55,332-55 

4,51,147-08 

70,084-24 


20,00,000-00 


Special Floating Reserve Fund— 

Grants from former Ruling States — • 


2,48,479 ' 44 (1) Bhopal Grant for Science College . 

(2) H. H. the Ruler of Bhopal Grant 

50.000- 00 for Flying Club . 

(2) Bahawalpur State Grant for 

65.000- 00 General Buildings . 

(4") Mahmudabad Grant for Gmeral 
■ 38,000-00 Buildings 


U. G. C. Grams — 


1,54,000-00 For purchase of Evacuee Property 
35,000-00 For purchase of “Kashana” ; 


2,48,479-44 
50,000 ■ 00 
65,000,00 
38,000-00 

1,54,000-00 

k 35,000-00 


Donations — 1 


21,375-82 Donation for Art Gallery by late 
Prof. Moinuddin .... 
2,400-00 Interest on Moinuddin's Art Gallery . 

Cost of Waqf House of Mr. Naziru- 
1,600 -00 ddin Khan of Shahjahanpur , 

General Buildings by Hajee Mohd. 
500-00 Zaboor Mohd. Saeed 
99,753-37 Auchinleck Memorial Fund 
1,50,415-28 Polytechnic Account 

38 -oo Sunni Theology .... 

2,634-24 Sunni Theology Books 
1,500-00 Islam-' c Studies .... 

8,702-00 Islamic Studies Books 
100-00 H ndi and Sanskrit Books . 

693-46 Blind School 

2,209-12 Political Science Books 

Employees’ Deposits for Purchase of Land — 

674-00 Mr, Jan Mohd. Khan 
2,234-00 Mr. inayatullah Kureshy . 

678-00 Me. Niaz Ahmad Siddiqi . 

52,371-25 Miscellaneous receipts 


21,375-82 
2,400 • 00 

1,600 ■ 00 

500-00 

99-753-37 

1,50,415-28 

38-00 

2,634-24 

1,500-00 
8,702-00 
ioo-oo 
693-46 
2,209' 12 


674-00 

2,234-00 

678-00 

52 , 371-25 


9,38,3J7'98 


9 , 38 , 357-98 
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Assets 

As on 31-3-67 

A a on 31-3-66 

Amount 

Amount 



Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

Investments — 




Permanent Endowment 

Permanent Reserve Fund 

Special Floating Reserve Fund 

Trust Fund .... 

Depreciation Fund 
■College of Engineering and Tech- 
nology Fund .... 
Current Expenses Fund. 

Deposit Account .... 
Provident Fund Account 

Medical College Fund . . , 

Wall Mohd. waqf Alai Aulad 

30.00. 000' 00 
18,86,122-13 

4,21,498-21 
2,07,131 '77 
10,67,952-33 

2,49,375 00 
95,849-02 
4,24,991-14 
30,28,561-63 
7,63,75f3i 

1.00. 000-00 

1,12,45,232-54 

30,00,000-00 

18,86,122-13 

4,21,498-21 

2,05,981-77 

10,99,146-08 

2,49,375" 00 
95,849-02 

4^3,956 26 

30,61,293-50 

7,63,74-3i 

1,00,000*00 



1,13,36,973-28 

Fixed Deposits — 




Saifi Trust Account 

Sirohi Waqf Account . 

Trust Fund ..... 
Deposit Account .... 
Provi lent Fund Account 

27,094-90 
1,68,420 00 
3,000-00 
1,60,000 ■ 00 
21,05,500-00 

24,64,014-90 

27,094-90 
1,68,420 00 

1,60,000-00 

11,00,000-00 



i4,55,5i4-90 

Tends and Buildings — 




Permanent Reserve Fund 

Specisl Floating Reserve Fund 
Floatiiig Reserve Fund . 

Trust Fund .... 

Building Fund .... 
Engineering College Fund 

Current Expenses Fund. . 

Development Grant Account . 
Deposit Account (Ford Foundation 
Fund) ..... 
Medical College Fund . . . 

i,ii, 937 -o 6 

4,71,536-99 

2,13,480*28 

76,945-52 

1,22,01,139-10 

9,42,587-50 

20,871-87 

1,88,82,376-11 

I7,79,i52'57 

73,78,676-59 

4,20,78,703 • 59 

1,11,937-06 
4,71,536 '99 
2,13,480-28 
76,945-52 
1,22,01,139*10 
9,4^587'50 
20,871-87 
1,52,28,694-63 

17,72,027-57 
72,88,207 ■ 69 



3,83,27,428-21 

iBooks — Development Grant 

Account 

Equipment — Development Grant 

Account 

Furniture — Development Grant 

Account 


20,38,714.88 

88,02,010-75 

1 13,82,604-36 

17,01,634.73 

66,80,179-83 

10,00,918-79 

Loans and Advance* — 




Special Floating Reserve Fund 
College of Engineering and 
Technology Fund 

Corrent Expenses Fund 

Development Grant Account , 
Deposit Account .... 
Provident Fund Account 

8,000-00 

497-45 

79-09 

6,699-40 

2,85,974-45 

3,01,250-39 

8,000-00 

497-45 

149-09 

8,000-00 

8,032-84 

2,83,474-45 

3,08,153-83 
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As on 31-3-66 

Liabil tics 

As on 31- 

3-67 

Amount 

Amount 

Rs. P, 

Floating Reserve Fund 

R-. P. 

Rs. P. 

3,49,959-5° 

Capitalised Funds .... 

3 , 49 , 959-50 



Donations — 



$, 000 ' OO 

1.000- 00 

1.000- 00 
4B4‘ 11 

3,436' 18 

300- 00 

Mr. Syed Jawad All . 

Mr. Syed Nawab All 

Mr. Wall Mohd. Swaleh Bhai 

Amir Khusio Fund .... 
Qunoon Masoodi Fund 

For Complication of Musi m Uni. 
vcrsity History .... 

5 000 00 
1,000*00 

1 ooo-oo 

434 II 
3,436* 18 

300 00 


3,61,129-79 



3,61 129-799 

Trust Fund — 




1,07,773-36 

64,099-77 

2,000*00 

General Scholarsh p Fund 

Arabic Scholarship Fund . 

Poor Students* Fund 

Miscellaneous Endowments — 

1,07,773-3* 

64,^99-77 

2,000-00* 


48,947-99 

1,000-00 

1,000-00 

1,005-50 

11.000- oo 

50.000- 00 
3,338-75 

a,ooo.oo 

2,055-37 

24,700-00 

i,75,ooo-oo 

5)379*94 

43,538-48 

3,494-5° 

Prizes and Medals .... 
Sir Shah Mohd. Sulalmgn Gold 

Medal ..... 

Lady All Shah Gold Medal 

Col. Haider Khan Gold Medal . 

Saifl Gold Medal .... 
Sir Abdur Rauf Scholarship fOr 
Engineering Students . . , 

Sheikn Azi ullah Scholarship Z.A.C. 
Bonds donated by Nawab Sahib of 
Chattarl for Tamgai Saudi 

SirWill am Marris Scholarship . 

Safi Trust Fund .... 

SirOhi Waqf Fund .... 
SirOhi Waqf interest Account 

Dr. Radha Krishanan Scholarship 
interest and Rent Account 

Prof. Hameedudd-n Kha n ’s Waqf 

48,947-99. 

1.000- 00- 
1,000,00 
1,005-50 

II 000*00 

50,000- 00 

3,338-75 

2.000- 00 
2,100*12 

24,700’0a 
1,75,000 ‘OOf 
13,938 *83 
3,000 oo* 

47,330-02 

3,211-50 

5,62 245 -8* 

J,47 ,iJ 3'60 



13,03,577-49 

Depreciation Fund .... 


13,36,184-7? 

1,22,06,608 - 66 

11,71 247-04 

Building Fund .... 

College of Eng.nccr.ng & Technology 
Fund 

Miscellaneous Credit Balances — 


1,22,06 608 ■ 6<S 

11,71 247*0* 


Current Expenses Fund— 



19,000-00 

ReserveFund — G rls High School 

19 000* ocr. 


65,098-72 

Women’s College Fund 

65,098- 72- 


9,404-19 

Women’s College Secur ty Deposit 
Account 

9,404- 19 


22.285-09 

Provident Fund Recover cs Suspense . 

73,704-27 
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Assets 


As on 31-3-67 As on 31-3-66 

Amount Amount 


Rs. P. Rs. P. Rs, P. 

Hater-Fund Advance* 


From General Fund to — 


Development Grant Account . 
Medical College Fund . 
Provident Fund Account 

* 

1,51,927-07 

2,67,063-52 

2,75,050-00 


1,84,927-07 
2,67,063 ■ 52 
50-00 

'From Deposit Account to — 
General Fund 

Development Grant Account . 

- 

4,46,004-39 

2j30y000-00 


6,08,362-14 

2,17,500-00 

‘From Med' cal College Fund 
Deposit Account . 

to 

20,000* 00 


20.000-00 

iFrom Privident Fund Account 
Development Grant Account . 
Medical College Fund , 

to— 

2^08,000-00 

2,303000*00 


2.08.000- 00 

2.30.000- 00 

tFrOm Development Grant Account 
to Medical College 



50,000-00 





17,85 902-73 

'Permanent Advances 

' • 

.. 

28,942 - 12 

28,21 1 - ofii- 


KtllCellaneou* Debit Balance* — 

•Current Expenses Fund : — 

Advances on Accoi. t 
Advances to Tibbiyu _ l/ege Daicakfiavn 
Outstanding dues from Students 
Stock Suspense Account , 
fiCoal Suspense Account 
.Accumulated deflc t of the Universityto 
the end of 1055-56 

Accumulated deficit Of Tibbiya College 
to the end of 1952-53 - 
--Accumulated deficit of Engineering 
College to the end of 1952-53 
(Loan to M. U. Girls High School 
■Loan to General Education fo r 
publ. cation ..... 
"Security Deposit of Agruculture with 
Hydle Division, Roo r kee 
^Suspense Accounts 
Salaries Cheques 
Salary Advance Suspense , 
Unclassified payments made by the 
Bank ..... 

Amount of theft in Building Deptt 

IRevcnue a n d Expenditure Account : 

Rs. P 

Deficit as on 31-3-66 5,17,011 '82 

Dess Surplus during 

year 1,23,9 14 '28 


I 93,968,58 

8,713-70 

1,82,447-13 

3 , 49 , 571-94 

70 , 979-05 

1,93,968-58 

8 , 713-70 

1,89,026-25 

4,22,45984 

75 , 772-47 

I 3 , 76 , 540 - 6 o 

13,76,640-60 

i, 9 i, 95 i' 3 i 

i, 9 i, 95 f 3 i 

2,02,401-89 

4,000-00 

2,02,401-89 

4,000-00 

7,660-71 

7,660-71 

2,500-00 

86,320-62 

25,528-92 

5,531 -oo 

2,500-00 

1,70,495-38 

26,805-49 

1,32,287-72 

5,637-00 

1,32,287-72 


5,17,011-82 


3,93,097-54 


32,39,237-71 


35,21,695-76 
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As on 31-3-66 


Liabilities 


As on 31-3-67 


Amount 


Amount 


8,194-09 Agriculture College Fund 
59,592-80 Students Aid Fund . , 

2,418-14 Library Deposit Account , 

Boys/Girls Fund : 

18,271-71 City High School 

748-33 City Branch School . . , 

20,301-89 Girls High School 

279-00 Foreign Students, Welfare Fund 
7,518-54 income Tax Account 

Unclassified credits afforded by the 

45,729-80 Bank 

55,723 ■ 58 Recoveries Suspense 

Advances from — 

83.000- 00 Various Halls .... 

85.000- 00 Scholarship Account 

1,14,864-22 Boarding House 

l 6,08,362 ■ 14 Deposit Account 

51,090 . 57 Other Miscellaneous Accounts 

Royalty — History Department 

12,76,882-81 — 

2,28,04,937-43 Total— G eneral Fund 

Development Grant Account — | 

Capital Grants from the University 
3,34,39,o85-95 Gtants Commission 

Deposit account of the grant fbr Health 
Services— Opthalmology 
Deposit account of the grant from 
Council of Scientific and Industrial 

53,493-36 Reseragh 

Deposit account of the grant received 
from the Council of Agriculture 

2,712-38 Reserarch 

Deposit account of the grant received 
for Scholarships and Fellowships — 

University Grants Commission — 

30,428-32 Senior /Junior Reseasch Fellowship . 

Post-Graduate Research in Science/] 
6,304-50 and Humanities . . , 

Government of India Giant — 

7,872-93 Research Training Scholarship , 
30,441-55 U. P. Government Grant 

Recoveries Suspense . . , 

24,981-72 Suspense Account 

Leabilities to General Fund on account 
1,53,654*07 of Agruculture Farm , 

3,000*00 Loan to General Education Centerc . 

Advances from — 

1,84,927-07 General Fund .... 

2,08,000-00 Provident Fund 
2,17,500-00 Deposit Account 

8,43,62,401*85 


53,493-36 


2,712-38 


8,194-09 

61,903-14 

2,418-14 


23 , 479-05 

583-08 

26,410-27 

279-00 

5,773-54 

45,729-8o 

84,224.83 


75.000- 00 

85.000- 00 
1,64,864-22 
4,46,004-39 
1,14,049-9° 

6,784-96 


Ii3,i7,905 ‘S» 
2,28,93,679-67 


3,08,57,324-88 

2,600-00 


74,9i9-7i 


3,407- 54 


[30,500-81 

12,087-01 


13,508-18 

4,467*10 

46,794-75 

1,647-39 

[1,53,654-07 

3,000-00 


'1,51,927-07 

2,08,000-00 

2*30,000-00 


— I 3, 17,93,838-5* 
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Assets 


As on 31.3-67 

1 * — As on 31-3-66 

Amount Amount 


Rj. Pj Rs. P Rs. P 


Dtvdopmtnt Grant Account — 

Payment made on Hospital Account . 5,723 ■ 12 3,723 ■ 12 

Recoveries Suspense Account . .. .. 19,306-02 

Revenue and Expenditure Account : 

Rs. PJ 

Account overspent 

as on 31.3.66 ft, 67,838-52 1 1,67,838-52 

Amount overspent 

during the year ( 6,23,737 1 43 

— 17,91,575-95 

7,97,299 • 07 

1,92,867-66 


Dtposit Account — 

Blin d S chool Revenue Account 
Old Oustanding Account . 

Deposit account of the grant received 
from P. L. 480 for Plantation in U. P. 

Electricity Department Income a«d 
Expenditure Account : 


Rs. PJ 

Deficit as on 31-3-66 44,348-32 

Deficit during the year 1,32,296-04 

Drug Store income and Expenditure] 
Account t 


Rs. P" 

Surplus as on 31-3-66 3,950- 37 

Deficit duiingthcj 

year , . . 13,248-36 


996-22 
; i5,9 12 -54 


1,76,644-36 


9,297-99 


996-22 

15,912.54 

6,t6i-66 


r44,348'32 


2,02,851-11 67,418,74 


Cub Boalncea — 

General Fund (with State Bank of India 
Karachi) ..... 
Deposit Account .... 
Provident Fund .... 
Dr. Wali Mohd. Waqf Alai Aulad 


731-03 

4,25,378-24 

7,48,601-79 

10,470-60 

11,85,181-66 


731-03 

99,500-93 

15,21,777-85 

3,i4i-43 


6,25,151-23 
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As on 31-3-66 



Rs. P. 

Deposit Account — 

Rs. 

p 

17.72,027 -57 

Fo r d Foundation Grant . 

I 7 , 79 ,t 52'57 


+3,650-96 

Duty Society and R.D.H. Account . 

25,351-16 


8,6oo- 00 

Duty Society Building Account 

M. U. Student’s Union Account t 

8,600-00 


55,000* 00 

55,000-00 


27,408-99 

Vice-ChancellOi’s Fund . 

22 , 375-86 


69-00 

Vice-Chancellor’s Relief Fund 

69-00 


4,144-13 

388-71 

Cycle Registration Account 

2,707-87 


Film Club Account 

170- 04 


130-79 

N. C. C. Account 

23-43 


221-36 

Poor Student’s Fund 

296-36 


6,925-84 

Personal Deposits 

6,925-84 


2-00 

Old Boy’s Association Account 

4-00 


2 , 599-83 

Mosque Fund .... 

2 , 599 '83 


8,116*78 Br ck Kiln Suspc^ee Account 

Secrurity Deposits — 

19,988-53 


7138,977-58 

Building Contractors 

7,63,680-04 


6,648-53 

Cashiers . . . . 

6,09488 


1,637 '35 

Vendors 

1,668-85 


150-00 

Compounders. . . . 

150-00 


4,600-34 

Electricity Consumers . . 

4 , 930-34 


3 , 683-99 

Hobbies Workshop Amenities Fund 
Deposit account of the grant from the 
Intcrnatlonlal Council for the study 

4,200-75 


37,014-91 

of Afro Asian Geography 
Administrative and Ministerial 

27,014-91 


1,884-45 

Staff Association Account 

5,230-20 


2,14,982-09 
L* • 

Interest on Investments Account 

Interest on Depreciation Fund Invest- 

2,21,521-14 


ments ..... 

567-87 


2,177-43 

Fikro Nazar Magazine Account 

Tibbiya College Scholarship Fund 

2 , 177-43 


19 , 479-58 

2,788-04 

i 9 , 479-58 


World University Service. 

3,037 04 


120-00 

Tennis Club Account 

120-00 


446-15 
672- Jo 

Union Magazine Fee Account 

446-15 


Vice-Chancellor's Flood Relief Fund 
Deposit account of the grant received 
from J. and K, Government for 
creation of Fellowship in Hindi 

672-50 


17,380-82 

and Urdu 

41,518-32 



Unexpended Balances Account — 


J. K. Govt, grant for renovation of Sir 


40,429-04 

Syed House .... 

J.K, Govt, grant for purchase of equip- 
ment for N.R.S.C. 

J. & K. Govt, grant for construction of an 
overhead water tank and purchase of 

40439.04 

50-61 

50-61 


furniture .... 

32,320- 00 

3038-31 Tarwala, Bungalow Mosque Account 

912- 87 

99,940-00 

Donation from Prime Minister of Kuwait 
House Building Loans from Provident 

99,940-00 

11,820-73 

Fund Account .... 

Agricu ture Form Revenue and Expen- 

54,268-95 

138-51 

diture Account .... 
Interest on Ford Foundation Invest- 

138-51 

5 , 171-36 

ments ...... 

Deposit account of the grant from J and 

2 , 119-34 

37,881-74 

K for construction of Kashmir House 
Khalida Umaruddin Scholarship Ac- 

699-38 

10,000-00 

count . 

10,000-00 
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As on 31-3-67 


As on 31-3-66 


Amount 


Amount 
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As on 31-3-66 

Liabilities 

As on 31-3-67 



Amount Amount 


Rb. P. 

277.10 Khalid Rashid Scholarship Account . 

Deposit account of the grcnt from P.L. 

.. a.80 for studies In Plantation . . 14,103-86 

Deposit account of the grant from P.L. 

.. 480 for Zoology Department . . 35,274-37 

1,696-96 Salaries’ cheques .... 1,696-96 

20,000 ■ 00 Advances from Medical College Fund. 20,000 • 00 

1,59,074-74 Ford Foundation Income and Expendi- 
ture Account 1,23,316-01 

16,399-28 Other Miscellaneous Accounts . . 27*333 ‘46 

.. Advance from Scholarship Account . 1,86,699-00 

3,950-37 Surplus M.U. Drug Store . . 

33*86,798 -4 7 

54,04,545 -80 Provident Fund Account . . 66,06,637-87 

Medical College Fund — 

Donations from — 

16,05,000-00 Sffijtes 16,05,000-00 

22,99,649- 16 Individuals 22,99,649-16 

10,00,000-00 His Majesty the King of Saud. . 10,00, ooo- 00 

39,680-13 RusiMistry of Bombay . . . 39,680-13 

13,722-90 Miss E,G. Everest, England . . 13,722-90 


R». P. 


36,75*076-8 5 


Advances from — 

2,42,063 -52 General Fund . 

f2, 30,000-00 ProvidentFund .... 

50,000 00 Development Grant Account 
30,127-08 Medical Study Loans 
1,66,779-20 Contractors outstanding dues . 
Liabilities paid from- 

I7,574’84 General Fund . . . . 

1,96,594-44 Development Grant Account 
2,17,030-70 Material at Bite Account 
3*87,305-09 Contractors’ Security Deposits 
00 -lo Recoveries Suspense . . 

Revenue and Expenditure Account — 
Surplus as on Rs. P. 

12,17,216-52 31-3-66 12,17,216-52 

Deficit during 

the year 1,22,287-52 

77,12,743-68 

” ’ ” “~™ Dr Woll Mohd. Waqf AJal Aulad 

1,00,000-00 Capital 

3,141-43 Miscellaneous Receipts . . 

1,03,141-43 

Overdraft* with Bonk — ” 

23,98,372-98 General Fund . 

4*99,893-79 Development Grant Account 

3,59,215-32 Medica] College Fund , 

32,57,482-09 

6,70,32,050-75 Total 


*2,42,063-52 

2,30,000-00 

31,912-08 

2,20,208-74 

T 18,574- 84 

1*96,594-44 

2,17*616-54 
4*23*053-45 
2,171 -56 


10,94,929-00 


1 , 00 , 000-00 

10,470-60 


21,42,790-00 
1,09,166- 66 
5*27*251-54 


76,35*176-3* 


[ 1, 10*470- 6c 


27,79,208-20 

7*54*94*088-06 


J.P. GOEL, 

Assistants Accoun 1 1 Officer 

•The correspondirg f gure appearing under “Inter-Fund Advances at page 5839 is Rs. 
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Assets 


As on 31-3-67 


Amount 


Amount 


Ab on 31-3-66 


Rs. 


P. Rs. 


P. Rb. 


P. 


Total 7>54>P4>°88'06 6,70,33,050-75. 


LACHMAN DAS, 
Account* Officer 


M. L. SOBTIj 
Treasurer 
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audit certificate 

I have exam'ncd the foregoing accounts and the Balance Sheet of the Aligarh Muslim Uni- 
■versity, Aligarh, and obtained all the information and explanations that I nave required and, 
subject to the observations in the separate audit report, I certify, as a reault of my audit, that 
In my opinion these Accounts and the Balance Sheet are properly drawn up so as to exhibit a 
true and fair view of the state of affairs of the Aligarh Muslim University, Aligarh, according 
to the best of my information and explanations given to me and as Bhown by the books of the 
Aligarh Muslim University, Aligarh. 


Allahabad : 
"The 17th June, 1968 


H. B. BHAR, 

Accountant General, Uttar Pradesh 


New Delhi : 
'The 26th Juna, 1968 


Counters’gned 
S. RANGANATHAN, 


Comptroller and Auditor General of India 
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BANK RECONCILIATION STATEMENT AS ON 31st MARCH 

, 1967 

Development 
General Fund Grant 

Deposit 

Medical 

College 

Fund 

Account 

Account 

Fund 

Provident 

Rs. P, Re. P. 

Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

Rs. P, 

Balance ae per 

Accounts . — 21,42.790-00 — 1,09,166-66 

+4-25,378-24 

— 5-27.251-54 

+ 7 48 fci-79 

Deduct — 

Remittancesln 

transit . —2,49, 199. 94 — 3,94,31937 

—1,76,698-46 

— 2 GO '00 

—6,90,789-0* 

Erroneous/Un- 
classified debits 

by the Bank j — 79,221-79 — 11,659 - 33 



+715-95' 

—24,71,211-73 —5,15=145-36 

+2,48,67978 

—5,27 451-54 

58,528-73.- 

Add — - 
Uncashed 

Cheques . +19,15,412-03 +7,18,442-27 
Itroneous/Un- 
classifledcredits 

by the Bank +53,72864 +22,c45'C0 

[ +76,796-05 

+ 1,644-71 

+ 12,748-69- 

+ I47-0O 


Balance as per 

Bank State- 
ment . -5,02,071-06 42,25,341-91 

+3,25,622-83 

—5,25,806-83 

+71 277-428 
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ANNEXURE to thb 

STATEMENT SHOWING THE DETAILS 


Investments 

S.No. NameofFund Including Lands and Books Equipment 

Fixed Deposits Buildings 

Rs. P. Rs. P. Rs. P. Rs. P. 


1. Permanent Endowment . 

2 . Permanent Reserve Fiihd 

3. Special Floating Reserve 

Fund .... 

4. Floating Reserve Fund . 

5. Trust Fund . 

6. Depreciation Fund . 

7. Building Fund 

8. College of Engineering & 

Technology Fund 


30,oo,ooo‘ 00 

18,86,122-13 i , ii ,937'06 

4,21,498-21 '4,71,536-99 

2,13,480-28 
4,05,646-67 76,945 '52 

10,67,952-33 

.. 1,22,01,139-10 

2 j 49 , 375‘°0 9,42,587-50 


9. Current Expenses Fund . 95,849-02 20,871-87 


Total — General Fund 

10. Development Grant 
Account 

it. DepositAccount 

12. Provident Fund 

13. Medical College Fund 

14. Dr. Wali Mohd. Waqf. 

AlalAulad . 

Grand Total . , 


71,26,443-36 1,40,38,498-32 

,. 1,88,82,376-11 

3,84,991-14 17,79,152-57 

51,34,061-63 

7^3,75f3i 73,78,676-59 

1 , 00 , 000-00 


1 , 37 , 09 , 247-44 4,20,78,703-59 


20,38,714-88 88,02,010-75 


20,38,714-88 88,02,010-75 
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BALANCE SHEET 

OF VARIOUS FUNDS AS AT 31st MARCH, 1967 

Fu'a'ture 

Loins & 
Advances 

la cr-Fuad 
Advances 

M scdlaasous 
Debit Balances 

Cash Balance 

Total 

Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

Rs. P. 

1,940-81 

Rs* P. 

30500,000 • 00 
20,00,000*00 


, 8,000-00 

* * 

-• 

37,322-78 

1,47,649-51 

79,653'65 

2,68,232-44 

9,38,357-98 

3,61,129-79 

5,62,245-84 

13,36,184-77 


497-45 

79-09 

5,94,040-59 

(a) 

32,68,179-83 - 

“5,469-56 1,22,06,608-66 
— 21,212-91 11,71,247-04 

-26,61-114,81 13,17,905-59 

13.32 60436 

^8,576-54 

"6,699-40 

2,85,974-45 

5,94'04o.59 

'6,76,004-39 

4,38,000-00 

20,000-00 

32,68,179-83 - 

7,97,299-07 

2,02,851-11 

(b) 

-21,42,038-97 2,28.93,679-67 

—1,09,166-66 3,17,93-838-51 
4-25,378-24 36.75076-85 

7,48,601-79 66,06,637-87 

—5,27,251-54 76,35,176-36 




• - 

10,470-60 

1,10,470-60 

13,82,604-36 ' 

'3,01,250-39 

17,28,044-98 

42,68,330-01 — 

-15,94,016-54 

7,27,14,879-86 


a) Includes Rs. 28,942-12 on account of Permanent Advances. 
o ) Includes Rs. 731-03 lying with the State Bank of India, Karachi. 


[No. F 1 (3)/68 (Acctsi.3] 
J. R. PARS I CH A, Treasurer. 
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